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BUNDESTAG DEBATE ON DEPLOYMENT OF U.S. MISSILES 





21 November Session 


DW210811 (Editorial Report] Cologne Westdeutscher Rundfunk Network in German and 
Bayerischer Rundfunk Network in German at 0759 GMT on 21 November join a live relay from 
Bonn of the FRG Bundestag session called to debate the INF deployment issue. At 0809 
OMT, Bundestag President BSarzel calls the session to order. After announcing changes in 
the composition of the German Bundestag, he reads the motions submitted to the Bundestag 
for debate. The House adopts the agenda as proposed. He says that there will be no noon 
recess, and that the debate will last until 2200 GMT. He then gives Chancellor Koh! the 
floor. 





Chancellor Kohl begins delivering the government statement at 0802 GMT and concludes at 
0916 OMT. 


Following Chancellor Kohl, at 0917 GMT, Bundestag President Barzel gives the floor to 
Greens spokesman Burgmann, who moves that the debate be adjourned, arguing that “while 
the Bundestag is debating peace, the police are brutally waging war against the demon- 
strators outside.” Following the motion by Burgmann, SPD spokesman Porzner briefly takes 
the floor to reject the motion. Following Porzner's remarks, Barzel calls for a vote on 
the motion by a show of hands, and then indicates that the motion is soundly defeated. 


At 0922 OMT, Barzel gives the floor to SPD Chairman Hans-Jochen Vogel, who speaks until! 
1038 GMT. 


At 1401 OMT, CDU/CSU faction chief Dregger takes the floor and speaks until 1139 GMT. 
Following Dregger, at 1140 GMT, Hans-Dietrich Genscher, foreign minister and FDP chair- 
man, begins his speech in the debate. He concludes at 1241 Gt. 


Otto Schily, representative of the Greens, then speaks until 1312 GT. Ac 1313 GMT, 
Theodor Waige!, CDU/CSU Bundestag faction, begins his speech, concluding at 1358 GMT. 


At 1359 OMT, Helmut Schmidt, deputy chairman of the SPD, takes the floor and speaks 
until 1503 Gt. 


At 1505 OMT, Wolfgang Mischnick, chairman of the FDP Bundestag faction, begins to speak 
concluding at 1542 GMT. At 1543 OMT, Gert Bastian, member of the Greens, addresses *>« 
Bundestag, and concludes at 1601 GMT. At 1602 GMT, Werner Marx, CDU member and chairman 
of the Bundestag Foreign Affairs Committee, takes the floor and speaks until 1632 OMT. 
At 1633 GMT, Egon Bahr, SPD disarmament expert, takes the floor, concluding his speech 
at 1715 GMT. The following then speak: Juergen Todenhoefer, CDU, 1715-1744 GMT; Antje 
Huber, SPD, 1744-1802 GMT; Uwe Ronneburger, FDP, 1802-1833 GMT; Roland Vogt, Greens, 
1833-1850 GMT; Michaela Geiger, CSU, 1850-1907 GMT; Norbert Gansel, SPD, 1907-1928 GMT; 
Adolf Mueller, CDU, 19286-1943 GMT; Hanse-Ulrich Klose, SPD, 1943-2006 CMT; Reinhard 
Goehner, CDU, 2006-2023 GMT; Katrin Fuchs, SPD, 2023-2035 GMT; Renate Hellwig, CDU, 
2035-2055 GMT; Walter Schwenninger, Greens, 2055-2107 GMT; Karsten Voigt, SPD, 2107- 
2135 GMT; Peter Wilhelm Hoeffkes, CSU, 2135-2201 GMT; and Horst Peter, SPD, 2201- 

2213 OMT. 


At 2214 GMT the Bundestag session is adjourned until 0800 GMT on 22 November and the 
live radio relay ends. 











Kohl *s Government Statement 
W210855 Cologne Westdeutscher fundfunk Network in German 9802 CMT 21 Now 43 


[Government statement by Chancellor Helmut Kohl marking the opening of the counter- 
armament debate of the German Bundestag in Bonn -- live! 


[Text|! Mr President, esteemed ladies and gentlemen: Today we again wage a great debate 
on the principal question of how peace and freedom can be secured in our country and in 
West Europe. Woever talks of peace must allow being measured with the yardstick of 
freedom. {applause} As far as we are concerned, freedom is the precondition for peace. 
It cannot be its price. Whoever is prepared to risk freedom for peace will lose both. 
[app Lause | 


Threatens by internal and external pressure in the struggle for freedom and human 
rights it was the Polish bishops who last year recalled what is valid everywhere and 

t all times: The claim on freedom is the right of every human being and of every nation. 
t is a task posed to every human being and to every nation. We regard freedom and 
peace, which is linked with it, as the fruit of aware and well-considered action. 


[ app lause | 


This quotation of the Catholic bishops of Poland tells its own tale. Safeguarding peace 
in freedom remains the dominant task of our era. We are facing this responsibility in 
the discussions we wage and in the decisions which are ours to make. All of us are for 
peace. What we debate is the best way of preserving it. The guiding motive of sy 
action remains as I explained it in my government statement of 4 May: Creating peace 
with constantly fewer weapons. | applause) 


Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, what matters in the NATO two-track decision is not 
primarily a technical question concerning armament, not just the question whether one 
kind of weapon should be replaced with another. What satters is the balance of forces, 
and thus the basis of peace in Europe. | applause) 


What matters is whether arms control can help create and stabilize a balance on a low 
level, what matters is whether the partners in the solidarity community of the alliance 
can continue to rely on the Federal Republic of Germany, and vice versa. [applause] 


What matters is whether the alliance can continue to live up to its task of 
securing peace and freedom in the last years of this century on the basis of trustful 
and friendiy relations »y West Europe with the ‘nited States of America and Canada. 


| applause | 


Ladies and gentlemen, eventually the core, the decisive core, is whether we, whether the 
PRG is willing and able to face, along with its allies, the predominance clais of the 


Soviet Union. [applause] 


The foreign policy orientation of our country is at stake. The Soviet Union gust not 
succeed with the help of its enormous armament efforts, which cannot be justified by 
any recognizable defense or security need, in intimidating us West Europeans, limiting 
our ability to act politically, and separating us from the (nited States. [applause | 
Only if we can prevent that, will the door remain open for a peace structure in Europe 
based on justice and not on violence. Only such 4 peace structure can definitely 


safeguard peace. 
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The Soviet inion showld learn to reaiize that. It is the politica] wil] of the Soviet 
Cnion that sakes us feel threatened. “#an00ne8 are Piects; they threaten norvodcy. le is 
the political will, the threat Senind them, which creates tensions. i@t wus not torget 
this while we ciscuss the NAIO two-traca decision today and tomorrow. 


mur alliance, NATO, is defensive. It has proven that in the W years of its existence. 
The Atlantic alliance emphasized it again in its Bonn statement of 19 June 1982. “one 
of our weapons will ever be used, except in reply to an attack. |applause) And our 
on avowal of the renunciation of force is being enhanced by the ethical duty to keep 
others from attaczing us. 


The elementary aim of the Atlantic ailiance was and is the prevention of war to safeguard 
peace and freedom. The most secure and so far only guarantee in this respect is deter- 
rence, including with nuclear weapons. It is our ais to prevent immy war. (applause! 
Nuclear war as well as conventional war, because conventional weapons also have a 
devastating effect. Just because of the enormous conventional threat, we also remain 
dependent on deterrence with nuclear weapons. 


I know of the fear and quaims of conscience which are profoundly worrying some of our 
citizens. We all mnow of the horrible effects of nuclear weapons. Ladies and gentlemen, 
this increases our political and moral responsibility to create prerequisites for 
preventing the use of these and other weapons. 


| 


fInterjection: “You must first get them into the country”) 


However, peace ir the nuclear age is only a8 secure as the danger of destruction for 
the one breaking peace. The one-sided renunciation of deterrence, therefore, would be 
an incalculable risk. For such risks, peace in freedom is too valuable an object. 

| applause | 


So for the time being we must continue to live with nuclear weapons and thus with the 
enormous tension of their destructive force and their effect which safeguards peace. 


today we must recall the correct assesement of the political-strategic importance of 
tre SATO two-track decision. In the early sixties, the nuclesr-stratezgic situation 
between the two world powers was characterized by the fact that the ‘nited Statvs had 
an overwhelming superiority in intercontinental nuclear weapons, and both powers -- 
the ‘nited States and the Soviet ‘nion -- had intermediate-range nuclear »issiles in 
Lurope. From 1963, the Americans withdrew their own intermediate-range *i«siles from 
Europe. In addition, they reduced their nuclear-strategic destructive «apacity to one 
fourth of what they possessed in the early sixties. 


In contrast, the Soviet Union not only retained its Euro-strategic potential! but since 
the beginning of the seventies even developed it into an independent factor of power in 
Europe, as we all know. These two constrasting developments crossed in 1975 when the 
two superpowers in the Viadivostocs statement programmatically stated the strategic- 
nuclear parity that the Soviet Union had achieved. As in the SALT<-I treaty, the inter- 
mediate-range potential is not inciuded in this accord. 


Ladies and gentlemen, the Europeans also became aware then that the nuclear-strategi« 
parity between the two world powers is a dual-edged sword for West furope. To the 
United States and the Soviet Laion, the balance in intercontinental weapons seans stable 
deterrence. By using thet weapons, no one can win anything but everyone will lose 
everything. However, to *v« Europeans and to us Germans, the loss of the (nited States 
nuclear-strategic superiority is one of the sost important developments of the past twr 
decades. Europe has nothing to offset the Warsaw Pact’s conventional superiority and 
the Euro-strategic threat posed by the Soviet Union. 
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The alliance took these changes into account in time -- not least of all at the reques 
of the federal German Government -- by further developing its strategy of massive 
retaliation into that of flexible response. However -- and we alec are aware of this 
-- the necessary means vefe not appropriated. Thus the Warsaw Pact’s conventional 
superiority continues to the present day. Currently, NAT does not possess land-based 
intermedtate-range nuclear weapons; in other words, weapons which according to the 
alliance’s strategy are necessary to ensure deterrence on al! levels. 


Ladies and gentlemen, therefore West Europe is in a different situation regarding 
security than the United States. We are threatened by the Warsaw Pact's conventional 
superiority. However, we are also threatened by a growing nuclear potential of extor- 
tion, the SS-20 intermediate-range missiles. Ladies and gentlemen, these missiles 
are targeted on European, not American,cities. The Soviet Union wants to threates 

us furop ans and at the same time prevent the United States from protecting us. 
lapplause |] 


Fanally, we are threatened by Soviet intercontinental missiles which can be used 
against North America and Europe. NATO's two-track decision of December 1979 is 
intended te correct this imbalance, which for us Europeans is dangerous. The Soviet 
Union has the choice of accepting the same nuclear dual threat as West Europe in the 
future. “Namely, the threat posed by intercontinental as well as intermediate-range 
missiles, or -- we hope -- of renouncing Luro-strategic weapons along with NATO or 
reducing them to the lowest possible level. [applause] 


However, with the two-track decision, for 4 years the Atlantic alliance also renounced 
responding to the Soviet arms lead by not installing equal weapons. 


The alliance thereby has made a unilateral advance concession which is absolutely 
unprecedented in history. [applause] The Soviet Union is about to destroy a histori 
chance by rigidly refusing to have anything to do with this novel and courageous start 
toward disarmament. What emerges for us for the Furo-strategic threat by the Soviet 
nion is two politically cructal questions: 


First -- Is it compatible with our security and with our political independence {f the 
Soviet Union downgrades West Europe, and this also means us, the FRO, to a zone of 
reduced eecurity. 


Second -- Should the Soviet Union retain an instrument with which it can decisively 
influence the destiny of Europe? 


fhe discussion of these questions and the NATO two-track decision touches the vital 
nerve of the people of Europe. Everybody feels that fundamental questions of our 
security are threatened. In this context, | would like to repeat what | said in my 
government statement of 4 May: We cannot eliminate the nuclear weapons overnight. 

A unilateral renunciation would not reduce the nuclear threat directed against us, 

but intensify the diunger of war. There is but one way out of this dilemma. We must 
drastically reduce the nuclear weapons on both sides, those who threaten our existence 
and those which we have to keep ready today for the sake of ou: security. [applause] 


As long as comprehensive disarmament does not make military means dispensable for 
safeguarding peace, we remain dependent on the tested alliance strategy of deterrence 
and defense on the basis of balance, a strategy, ladies and gentlemen which, like the 
armed forces of the alliance, is supported by the confidence of the people in the 


alliance. 
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This security has met with the approval f our peo le wd [ the democrat sare te for 
decades. The voice of our untry in the alliance was clear, and our place there was 
undisputed. nm 26 May 1941, upon application of the then Incumbent Federa! ernment 
led by Chancellor Helmut Schmidt, a resolution was adopted bv the Bundestag wis! 

5 no votes and 6 absentions which reads in part: The German Bundestag supports the 
Federal Government in the msistent and timely implementation of the SATO deci! f 


12 December 1979 in both its parts. In this connection, it underscores that the Weeat 
will examine the requirements for intermediate-range weapons in NATO In the light ; 
concrete negotiation results. 


During the debate, S?l) Chairman Willy Brandt called out to Moscow: Stop vour advance 
armament, eliminate your advance armament, then we need not counterarm! [applause | 


The CDU/CSU faction, as the opposition at the time, approved this policy under ov lead- 
ership. The Federal Government I am heading has continued this policy. I personally 
declared several times that I feel committed to the NATC decision In both its oarts. 
The conditions existing at the time for both parts of the twoetrack decision continue tr 
be valid without change. The twoetrack decision, ladies and gentlemen, led to the 
Geneva negotiations. It defines the preconditions, conditions, and objectives of the 
Western negotiating position. The twoetrack decision envisages the concrete ef fectua- 
tion of the Harmel report of 1967, which continues to clearly and impressively describe 
the political meept of our alliance, a concept which is based on the Inner Intercon- 
nection of military security and the policy of relaxing tensions. 


The Federal Governvent continues the course embarked upon by its predecessors and steers 
the course of the Atlantic alliance. 

To make an understanding possible, the United States has continually further developed 
its position at the Geneva INF negotiations in closest coordination with its NATO 
partners. 


In November 1981, President Reagan proposed that both sides renounce the entire category 
of ground-based longer-range nuclear missiles and their launching pads. His proposal 
was based on the honest conviction that this mutual zero option would best serve our 
security interests just as it would serve those of the Soviet Union. I continue to re- 
gret that to this day, the Soviet Union has refused to accept this proposal, which 
points in the oroper direction. [applause] In May 1983, the United States proposed an 
interim agreement because, unlike the West, the Soviet Union was obviously not orenared 
to renounce intermediate-range missiles as a whole. This proposal met the Soviet Union 
halfway in that it envisaged an equal number of warheads numbering 599-459 for each side. 
Since this proposal on an tnterim solution was also rejected by the Soviet leadership, 
in September 1983 the U.S. President submitted additional new proposals which made 
allowances for the concrete concerns of the Soviet Union. 


The United States is prepared to merely equal the Soviet intermediate-range potential tr 
Furove if an international celling is agreed on; the United States is prepared to 
negotiate, apart from the Intermediate-range missiles, on aircraft with a similar range; 
the United States is aleo prepared to take crulse missiles and Pershing I! missiles 
proportionately into consideration In the event of a possible reduction of counter- 
armament requirements. 
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just 4 days ago today, the |.S. President expanded this proposal of September 1943 and 
specified the numbers. Thus, the American side, the alliance, the West has submitted 
three substantial proposals during the first year of sy tern in office. [applause] 


In contrast, the Soviet Union is insisting on its maxinum demands. Unchanged, it would 
like to completely prevent the deployment of U.S. Iinternediate-range nuclear missiles in 
furope and ensure 4 monopoly for itself in ground-based intermediste-range missiles. 
lapplause | 


From the very begianing, the FRC has been actively and constructively participating in 
further developing the U.S. pocition in Geneva. I personally have made every effort to 
ensure that all possibilities for compromise in Ceneva are examined [prolonged applause | 
which are compatible with the security interests of the FRC and the alliance. In so 
doing, | have salntained constant and close contacts with the U.S. President to coordi- 
nate every detall for the conduct of the Ceneva negotiations. [applause] 


I must sost clearly state here that it is unique for German-American relations how 
closely the ©.S. world power has coordinated its Geneva negotiations vith us. I[shouts, 
applause | 


In this connection I naturally had sore than the national interests of the FRO in mind. 
[shouts! It was also my intention to emphasize our weight in the interest of West 
Furope. At the same time, the FRO had to remain the cornerstone of the alliance on 
which the United States could base its negotiations as well as deployment if Soviet 
inflexibility should force us to do that in the end. 


Ladies and gentlemen, this clear attitude is and remains of vitel importance. 
lapplause! The SATO two-track decision is today the touchstone of NATO's ability to ac 
and its determination to stand its ground. 


Fven outetde the alliance it is being viewed with concern whether the free world wil! be 
able to muster the strength to face the Soviet Union with self-confidence and to impie- 
ment its security Interests. Many states outside the alliance know that they would not 
be spared the shocks that would emanate from a weakening of “ATO In the East-West 
syste. 


“r President, ladies and gentlemen, what is the situation like at the negotiations 
table today’ 


President teayan, with his proposals of 22 September and 14 November, sowed vays to 
solve all deciaive problems which make allowances for the important concerns of the 
Soviet Union. General Secretary ‘ndropov took up these proposals in his reply of 

28% October 1983. However, this does not solve the problems. There exists a basis for 
a negotiation compromise. from the very beginning, the Soviet Union has persistently 
purewed ite maxinum demands. By insisting on the inclusion of the British and french 
evetems, it has blocked the negotiations for months. I hope that the signs coming from 
Leneva now indicate that this approach will be changing. We, at any rate, cannot accept 
this deman!. 


Rasically, it amounts to preventing the nuclear presence of the United States in furope 
and expelling the United States from Europe in the long run. lapplause] It would 
deprive us, the FRC, as a state without nuclear weapons, of the nuclear protection of 
the United States. It deprives the alliance of the means If needs for the inplementa- 
tion of thie strategy, thus pursuing the separation of furope from the United States. 
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I state as before: The grown? has been prepare’ for a result. However, « orerequisite 
for a result is the Seviet Unien’s abandonment of ite maximum of safeguarding a monopoly 


in ‘and-based Iintermediate-range missiles for titeelf with regard to West furone, with 
regarée to the FRL. lappl vase | 


In my speech in this house on 9 June this year, I outlined at a very early stage the 
criteria for « solution to the wegotiations. I would like to repeat them once more 
today. 


Piret, we are prepared to respect the legitimate security interests of the Soviet Union. 
However, we are not prepared to accept West Burope as being a zone of less security. 
lappl ause | 


Second, effective arms control sgreements must be based on the equality principle and 
must be verifiable. 


Third, consideration of French and tritich systems has no place in the INF negotiations. 


Fourth, we aim for a reduction of the Soviet Intermediate-renge potentials aimed at 
furope down to zero, and we are prepared to renee the deployment of American 
intermed late-range we sons in return. Ladies and gentlemen, if no result was achieved 
because of the Soviet Union's lack of preparedness in this respect, deployment will 
take place according to the twin-decision. [applause, shouts! Showld an interin 
agreement be achieved, the volume of deployment will be in line with the concrete 
result of the negot tations, 


Fifth, shifting the Seviet auclear intermediate-range potential aimed at Purope to the 
Far Fast ia not acceptable for us. 


Sixth, the Soviet Union must be urged sot to prevent an agreement by obtaining, through 
‘atensified armament in the Far Fast, 4 new ‘egemoni« means of power vie-a-vie its 
A.isti neighbors and at the same time a relocatable deployment potential with regard to 
West Furope, with re.ard to as. [applause] 


Ladtes and gentlemen, I have again outlined these criteria here to demonstrate two 
things: The Federal Government outlined at an early stage to the Bundestag, to the 
people of Germany and the world. its concepts regarding a result to the negotiations; 
our current debate carries these ideas on. 


The Federal Goverament has steered a constructive course regarding this problem. From 
the day this government took over, we have brought Influence to bear on the American 
negotiation position. [shouts] The close personal coordination with the American 
president is certainly unparalleled in Cerman postwar history. [applause] 
Unparalleled is also the close coordination with our friends and partner in “SATO, 
furope, Canada, and in the United States. 


We have continuously tried to keep all negotiation possibilities open, even after the 
beginning of deployment. Nothing will be irreversible because of deployment. The 
alliance is prepared to dismantle deployed systems after a negotiation result. 
lapplause| The Soviet Union has no reason at all to leave the negotiation table now. 


The Weat aleo negotiated while the Soviet Unton continqued to deploy ite 595-20 missiles. 
lapplause| The Soviet Union was speaking of a moratorium while the West was 
practically adhering to a moratorium, deploying no missile as a one-sided advance 
concession. [applause] 


The alliance has submitted the most comprehensive disarmament offer in hietory te the 
Soviet Union. 
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> 


In the negotiations on strategic intercontinental weapons, the 'nited States Ss 
ffered not only to drastically cut down the carrier systems, but mest of al! to 
reduce the ounber of warheads of land and sea-base’ siaciles by 69 percent. 


In the INF negotiations, the United States has suggested the Soviets tointly reneuwnr: 
1 whole category of weapons, that is, all land-based Intermediate-range siselies In 


the Last and west. 


In the Vienna MBFR negotiations on the gutual and balanced reduction of treops In 
Central Europe, the United States, together with us and the other Furcopeaen partoere, 
introduced a comprehensive treaty draft. It is supposed to safeguard a verif lable 
reduction of land and air force units of both alliances to 990,000 ealdiers on each 
side in the reduction area. 


In the Geneva disarmament committee, the Weet is trying to achleve on agreement that 
would verifilably ban the production and storage of all chemical weapons. And on 

1? January 1984, the Stockhol# conference is to begin discussion on security and 
conf idence-bullding measures a6 weil a6 disarmament in furope. This conference alec 
resulted from a Western initiative. 


In addition, ladies and gentlemen, in 1980, in the framework of the MATOD two-track decision, 
1,000 suclear warheads were one-sidedly removed from furope. Another 1,400 warheads 
will follow. In doing this, “ATO is diemantling one third of ite ouclear warhesds in 


(aTrope . 


“thing, nothing can demonstrate more impressively our policy, which T have placed 
under the motto Create peace with fewer and fever weapons, than these numerows die- 


manent initiatives. [appl suse! 


We aleo etrive for balanced disarmament because we must and want to make means 
avaliable for decreasing the needs of man, particularly in developing countries. 
lappl ause] 


It te abeurd ond cannot leave any of ws indifferent that the arms expenditures on a 
worldwide ecale are increasing while hundreds of millions of people go hungry. To me, 
this is a decisive reason to urge progress in balanced disarmament and arme control, 
[applause] 


One sing * sentence ladies and gentlemen, refutes (your) argument: Thie vear the 
PRG is spending more funds on development aid than al! the countries Of the Veraew 
Pect, including the Soviet Union, put together. [appl ause) 


We ate aware that there are no rapid and radical solutions. What matters in the 
field of disarmament and arms control is persistence, persever.oce, and patience. 
With his personal advocacy of a hitherto most comprehensive disarmament program, 
President Reagan proved all those people liars who insinuated that he deals 
differentiy with the security of the European allies than he does with the security 
f the United States. In his epeech before the Japanese Diet « few dave ago, on 
10 “November, he enequivocally stated, and I quote: Swuclear war can never be won 
and must never be waged. The only value to possessing suclear weapons i« ensuring 
that they cannot be used -- ever. 


The West hes time and again proved its receptiveness to disarmament and arms control, 
And yet, we only hear proposals under which the West should one-sidedly renounce and 
the advance concessions it ought to make. Ladies and gentlemen, nobody will meget late 
vith ws on what we have renounced. And how should the tareat by the Waraaw Pact he 
mitigated if we have already surrendered everything that is possible in the 
negotiations’ § [applause] 











hoe ¥ 
_ ’ : 
* tw " ’ 
' ' . 
, 7 “ae 
ae vif 
if > ’ 
; figea?* 
' ° 
' ’ _ . 
‘ yery i 
pare ’ 

4 s7 ' 
shar ’ 
at mot her 

strut i 
a4 t i ‘ 








; ; yi @ 
_* P . . vo m, re a , »? we 4 
‘ y this thw wore ?? 
e. re? ome we emitted * hermes on ¢ . , 
if a , titative i ted * oF ' 
, P .* ey . ts. ‘+ reate : threoart ¢ ‘ 
, , ’ ‘ ‘ ary ? ' HLH tae ' J 
; ’ " mia 4 ’ - ‘ tier fuwrlear w ; wil he 
; * ? : ; ,'« ’ wa that + hws ' 
i* P - ro st. ; oe ‘ " ther 5 fart . v. 
‘ v* ste ew mir , feectaod thw leoliovment ‘ «hy 
’ — ‘ ‘ m the door on segot lat lons i 
' epot late etil a oproniae acceptable t both «1 
’ rf if cehate., thw yiet Union tadic ated ta Geneva ¢ 
reviews feoalt mt tbe ready to negotiate the Sritiah 
jer. @ wtth the af o onceroed. 1 am eure that patience, se 
‘ ‘ "hi na, the ealntenance f one’s vn serurity intereet 
the re ° ‘| f © tee ther ide*s legitimate security recall r 
ini nei ‘ ? cuarewe the ain of oreventing the denlovyment 
ranyge syate if rote te vi inle while elault ane ymaly ore 
wa. s remains enacceptable to as, [ sop lawee | ts ripe 
4 thee € tee et tanten al fealizes that the tae lwalre 
in the INP talte comet it¢€uwtes a oroblem that was artit 
yw. Ff tw et tateom really showed a readiness to op pom we 
wr » bNalence thet wee the let svyetems remaining after 
' to te ot, «@ that if laim tor the lerweet ooealtle 
for the f ited fateen ard the viet filo will the met 
ore te [©-" i for the Gevier Untwn te leave the sepgot lat 
wents ¢ whieve re@ulte, tf m have results, lapplawee!] The 
2 sia ie the evtet Unton*s ow intereats, wiich we 
om vy thie rosetrem today, | again apres) ¢ t he viet |t 
f vyibie of iptes, Hut to make results possible, | on | awe 
Unf lair thet the begianing of deployment forces {t to ¢t 
Twele wed pent te meri . rhi«e lalm again shewe that the bet 
veowt lief »| Ore ee@unte with uw lear weapons, In widi¢etl nr, we 
” living short-range seclear weapons, which has been terme: 
ya fh ander oreoaration fer veare, The time aeeded to di vel: 
Amel) yeare, They have been oreoetered completely [odenendent 
‘. mc Oe vw below twaettifled post defacta +t t hw ii 
“ interwedlate=-rfangre weapon ve an important part ’ 
give bet were the foeat oy Weaet, lhey are part f our endea 
Paat@-VWeat wala e and meotltidate peace ta Turone, 











Ine Federal Government has developed a close network of talks and ne; 

Soviet Union and the CDK. In this respect, we have also repeated! .ded 1 lev- 
ing concrete progress, as last week's postal agreement shows. East-West + 

not be limited to the missile issue. [applause] 


The offer I made in the government statement of 6 May 196} ntinues ¢ 





want to achieve a new and better quality of relations with che Soviet Uni 

Warsaw Pact states. Our policy is one of good will and best intentions. wrote 
Ceneral Secretary Honecker recently, in my view the two states in German ist every- 
thing in their power to further develop and expand the fabri if relatior pera- 
tion, especially at a time when the international situation is becoming mors mplicated. 


Such a policy is particularly called for because of our experience and hiat 
responsibllity for the preservation of peace. 


Wwe continue to be ready to continue the dialogue and cooperation in all fields the 
basis of the treaties concluded with the Soviet Union, Poland, the CSS®, and tthe 

Through these treaties, the FRG has made the renunciation of force the centerpiec« f its 
peace policy. The peoples in the East and West would not agree with this road -- whi 

we have tollowed together thus far -- being blocked, and this holds especially true for 
the people in our divided fatherland. [applause] 


Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, the Federal Government fully adhers to the tw 


elements of the Harmel report, according to which the Atlantic alliance has two sain 
functions: One is to maintain adequate military strength and political solidarity; the 
other is to further search for progress in the direction of durable relations between the 


East . 1 West by which the basic political questions can be resolved. 


Military security and a policy of detente do not constitute a contradiction, but np le- 
ment each other. It was Willy Brandt, the foreign minister at the time, who in December 
1967 agreed on behalf of the Federal Government to the Harme!] report, and the alliance’ 
two-track decision follows in this line. [applause] This decision essentially repre- 
sents the allilance's philosophy that defense capability and arms control are equal tasks. 
Therefore, those who say no to the two-track decision reject a security policy which ts 
jointly pursued by all NATO states. [applause] 


[Those who break the inner connection between military security and a policy of detente 
also break the alllance’s political conc: pt without having an alternative for it. 
lapplause| Those who pursue one or the other element of the two-part Harme!] report a 
they see fit will be unpredictable for our friends within the alliance as well as for the 
Warsaw Pact states. [applause] And finally, those who break up the two-track decision, 
’ 


and thus the Inner connection between defense and arms control, call the alliance iteel 
into question as well as its ability to make decisions and act. [applause | 





In view of this situation, the SPD must answer the following questions for tt ermar 
and internaticnal public. Why does it apparently not want to take note cf the iIntensti- 
fied Soviet armament and the threat resulting from it? Why does it refuse ¢t cept the 
military protection the alliance needs’? Why does it repeatedly adopt the Soviet argu- 
mentation, even though it thereby isolates itself in the West as well as from the 
majority of its sister socialist parties? Why does it incessantly charge that the 
United States lacks the readiness to negotiate in Geneva, regardless of the actual fact 
to the contrary? And why, ladies and yentlemen, does it not recognize the Federal 
Government's efforts to exploit every negotiating possibility’ applause! 











ii . 4 
Prote r tar raiser, a mpetent.,. internat i i r “ ‘ eT t 
rat rarty,. sic tober 1983 vetore the , ‘ ™ ; . 
"Wh at sitters as the re of the two-track decision is th ent , ' 
in agreement wit its allies, will set itself azainet the let , 
air : recominance vert west Lurope. | te viet Dliective i i new 
in turope which is to be created through the eroslor | America Lurope ‘ f 
mad « growing deperdence on the Soviet Union. itd ss @ Ge sve questi 
inxcerest, i~e , of the FR ss seilt-determinat i . whi ‘ sat t J 
sGopre let positions without struggir or t mGcermine etiort jirected j © tte 
jome st j D j his wae realized by the %S bai * rati ernment er t 
mmidt and this is why it wormed tor the two-trace decision whi <A i ‘ t te 
party 
“However, over several years, the rejection within the YD grew atronger a tr sited 
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Mr President, idies and gentlemen, I want to sum up the principles that are determining, 
the securit soll of thie tederal GCovernment. ae »elong ¢t the west. ea lance 
for peace and treedom is an elementary component f Cerman politics. It mbines iT 
basi ilues, owe f jife, and our security. mi i vailant and united «a " ‘ . 
secure peace mad treedor lhe alliance serves peace in Lurope and the world * we sir 
the bSDasis for 4 policy f understanding with the East. 
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it thi istoric crossroads between success in disarmasent and additional! lear arma 
cent, and in the face of the decision to station new nuclear intermediate-range wes ‘ 
haniah an entire stegory f nuclear weapons from this earth, or t it least equail 
limit them, Fast and West have to stand the test. A success requires that hot ide 
resape their respective security seeds. 
he Federal wvernoment firmly adheres to NATO's two-track decisi ° if for the t im 
being the negotiations fall to produce any resuit, the alliance will ime the first 
Pershing and cruise nisstlies operational by the end of year. “ wi ive it rt 
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teadtastness with regard to NATO’ s two-t rack #cial toda tangs for de rati 
Lurope’s survival, the preservation of the Atilanti slliance, and the tinuat f 
equal relations with the Soviet Union. lapplause | 
| securlt policy, the Federal yeroment adheres ¢t thw jear ortlentation wi j 
required tor if peopie. 
"e ctianti slllance and the European Community wiii renal the \oundati ' 
foreign poil he option for the Atilanti slilance, and for the partnership wit t he 
ited State md Canada will also help us secure peace md freedom | the future 

















He who wholeheartedly advocates peace and regards freedom and human dignit is tin 
supreme good, he who wants to see our national interests safeguard 3, Must see ¢t it that 
toe western alliance, whose core remains the firmly rooted friendship of thx ld 


ntinent s« states with the new world across the Atlantic, secures our pea 


[ will not abandon the road embarked upon by the FDP, the CSU, and the CD mder Wonrad 
idenaver. “© are not wanderers between East and West. [strong applause ihere is 
niddie sree between democracy and dictatorship. se atand by the side of freedon. 


pp. mw 


tur treedom -- that is the free development of the personality, including responsibility 
for our fellow man. [shouts] Because we have to be responsible for our fellow man, we 
must, particularly as Christians, not increase the danger of despotiam -- and thus als 
war -- for our tellow gman. | applause} 


Peace cannot exist without freedom. Where the basic values of freedom and justice are 
being ignored, where human rights are being violated, peace is also in danger. 

\app lause sithout freedom, no peace exists that is worth its name. [applause ife- 
garding freedom is also a4 peace policy. 

nar mnot be a means of policy. [applausej This belongs to the self-interpretation of 
jemocratic states and democratic politicians. The one who rules out violence internally, 
forming state policy through peaceful decisions of the majority, |shouts! also abstains 
from applying violence as an external means. Ladies and gentlemen, the following is 
equally valid: inthe struggle for external peace, internal peace must not be endanger- 
ed. lapplause, shouts] 

| have great respect for the personal decision of everybody according to his mscience, 
which Ils expressed in the discussion about peace. [shouts) 


Bundestag President BRarzel! Ladies and gent lemen, | am asking you to remove these 
posters. We fight here with arguments and wrds. Please stop waving your posters and 
remove then. lshouts, commot lon} 


‘Unidentified radio commentator) Ladies and gentlemen, these are the Creens, who have 
shown the posters and created unrest among the CbDU/CSU faction with shouts o.: “Out vou 
go.” Now the guards are taking the posters. The deputies of the Creens let the guards 
take them without putting up any resistance, so to speak. So this incident is probably 
Jer thw. 


|\Bundestag President Barzel! Ladies and gentlemen, the chancellor takes the floor. 


ishouts, applause! 


lxohl! I repeat: I have respect for the personal decision of everybody according ¢t 
his mecience as expressed in the discussion about peace. However, according t ur 
Jemocratic Conetitution, the decision lilies with the majority of the freely-elected 


oerliament. [lengthy applause] Particularly in so-called survival problems, there is 
not the sligntest legitimation for the claim of a minority to implement its wiil against 
that of a majority. I[shouts, lengthy applause | 
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Nobody has the right to offer resistance against democratic majority decisions of our 
freely-elected people's representation. [applause] This is how our democcratic order of 
freedom and peace prescrites it. This order is worth being preserved within and 
defended without. This we owe ourselves and our alliance partners, and we owe this to 
the people in central and tastern Furope as well. [applause] 


Rarely before, ladies and gentelmen, has the will not to yield any ground to the pursuit 
of preponderance but to valiantly preserve one’s own freedom been more urgently formu- 
lated than it was by “Manes Sperber in his speech of thanks for the award of the peace 
prize of the German book trade. He said: Since I -- like so many otl«ers -- have always 
been inclined to criticize our civilization with relentless severity, I want to insist 
even louder today that Europe can save itself despite evervthing if it refuses to be 
seduced into giving itself up at a time in which courage for humaneness and for the 
truth presupposes the courage to hold one‘s own. 


Ladies and gentlemen, all of us are called upon to follow this today. And because I am 
bearing responsibility for our fellow citizens I feel a high personal commitment here. 
[applause | 


As a Christian who feels committed to Christian ethics in a high state office, I there- 
fore come out against any attempt to introduce the sermon of the mount into politics in 
a manner which is not acceptable to me that way. [applause] 


civing the sermon of the mount means humbly recognizing that there is no divine perfec- 
tion here on earth. Mistaking paradisiac promise for earthly reality is indeed not 
commensurate with the sermon on the mount. [applause | 


The Christian is aware of the contradictory character of man's nature, which also makes 
history and which time and again jeopardizes peace. We alone cannot abolish this condi- 
tion of human existence. If our human nature were eliminated by our Christian creed, we 
wouldn't need any politics anymore. The sermon on the mount is no call for denving 
reality, but commits us to act ethically. [applause] 


“Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, the state of the successful prevention of war in 
furope., which has already lasted for quite some time, is a result of responsible action, 
a feat of common sense, even a feat of statemanship, which must be continued and 
strenethened. This is what our defense preparedness serves, our efforts for a balance 
of forces, and thus for safeguarding peace and freedom. Anvone having to yvield to the 
pressure of a dictatorship because he fails to withstand its power induces it to con- 
stantiy new blackm:ll and to the use of force. [applause] 


“No democratic politician is allowed to put himself into a position where he can no 
longer make a free decision. We should not forget the bitter finding of British Prime 
Minister Neville Chamberlain who, following the signing of the Munich Agreement, 
described the British impotence vis-a-vis the national socialist regime in the House of 
Commons. He said: The experience of the past few days has demonstrated to us only too 
clearly that military weakness spells diplomatic weakness. [applause] 


“r President. ladies and gentlemen, history teaches that whoever is weak encourages 
claims of hegemony and inveritably invites threats. He makes himself prone to blackmail 
and risks his freedom and thus, in ultimate consequence, also hazards peace. 
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The versever ance f the free nations 2ioae can show totalitarian states their lirits. 
lapplause! We must never allow peace and freedom to be plaved off against each other. 
‘mly a nation living In peace and freedom can really contribute to peace in the world. 


We Germans, a1! of us wish this peace in freedom. We want it with all peonvles, and we 
want it in particular with our nelghbors in West and East. We are aware of the horror 
that was caused in the German name. We will never forget the unspeakable sorrow exper- 
lenced by the people of Europe and on other continents in two world wars. And among 

ur people, in our own families, and in us personally, the memory continues to be alive 
of the wounds Inflicted by tyranny and war. Innumerable Germans suffered great evil -- 
personally, in their families, in their circle of friends. We will never know how many 
neople lost thelr lives at the time in the dungeons of the regime of injustice, in the 
battles of the war, In the nights of the bombing raids at home, in captivity, or during 
escape or expulsion from their homeland. And many of those who survived war and dice 
tatorshio remain marved by the traces of terrible experiences. We have learned the 


lesson of history. [applause] 


These bad experiences have deeply engrained themselves in the memory and awareness of our 
oeople Weapons and military strenzth no longer radiate any fascinating force on us. 
We are not missile-addicted. [applause] 


Yet in a peaceless world we must be prepared to do what is necessary for the safeguard- 
of our peace in freedom. We cannot step aside -- we, the Germans -- to stand in a 
niche of history and hope that others may succeed in securing our peace and freedor. 


applause | 


Je must make our own personal contribution to this end as well. Serving the peace of the 
world -- a» prescribed by our Basic Law, our Constitution -- was and remains forever the 
political necessity and the ethical duty. Yet, this peace in freedom demands its price, 
ind we must be prepared to make sacrifices for it: we sust do our duty -- everybody at 
his pla e, all citizens of our country, their freely-elected deputies, their democrat- 
lcally legwitimatized Federal Government, and also I, quite personally. 





Reing aware of the great, even heavy burden cf responsibility I am bearing in my office, 
f etick to ev conviction: Onlw If we restore the balance now, and thus at the same time 


reaffirm our avowal of the alliance, will we ensure peace for our country, peace in free- 
dom, and thus the future of our fatherland. [long, strong applause} 


Greens Interrupt fohl 


LD210955 Hamburg DPA in German 0927 GMT 21 Nov 83 

‘Text! Bonn, 21 Nov (DPA) -- Deputies of the Greens group interrupted Federal Chancellor 
Helmut Kohl’s government statement and showed huge photographs from the Vietnam war, 
ther war zones, and from the Warsaw ghetto. When Kohl said: “Internal peace must 

not be teonardized in the struggle for external peace,” some eight Greens deputies left 
their seats and went to the podium carrying the photographs. 


Bundestag President Rainer Barzel asked the stewards to reestablish order and remove 
the ohotos. The Greens deputies allowed the photos to be removed, offering no resis- 
Kohl was able to continue his statement after about 1 minute. 


tance. 
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Vogel's Address 
AUZ11198 Munich Bayrischer Rundfunk Network in German 9923 CYT 21 Now 43 


[Speech by Hans-Jochen Vogel, SPD Bundestag leader, in the Bundestag in Bonn on 2]! 
November -- live! 


[Text |! Mr President, esteemed colleagues: Let me begin my speech with a remark for 
which there has been a topical cause: The right of parliament and of the individual 
deputy to be unhindered in discussion and decision-making is a central element of our 
political system. [applause! Any attempt to infringe on this right must be cool- 
headedly but also determinedly rejected regardless of by whom and why this attempt is 
made. [applause] 


Today we must deal with a question that moves our people as few other questions have 
done in the 34 years since the establishment of the Federal Republic, namely the ques- 
tion of whether the deployment of 204 new nuclear intermediate-range missiles on FRO 
territory should commence. We consider it a matter of course that the German Bundestag 
discuss this question without any pressure of tin, that every one of us may cast his 
vote in a vote by name, and that not a single one of these intermediate-ranze nissiles 
be deploved before parliament makes a decision. [applause] 


For you, lacies and gentlemen of the coalition, this was originally not a matter of 
course. In the beginning, you rejected this debate as superfluous. Ffverything had 
already been decided in 1979, you said. It was not actually a concern of this 
Bundestag, elected on 6 March 1983, you argued. Only upon our proposal of 23 June 1983 
did you finally decide to have a debate. Later you tried to limit the debate to 1 day, 
indeed vou went as far as to suggest to us that at any rate the vote should be taken 
today, and the debate could be continued after the vote. Meanwhile you have come to a 
better judgment, and at my request, you, “Mr Chancellor, explicitly confirmed that under 
no circumstances would the deployment begin before our debate has concluded, and I 
welcome this. 


These antecedents have a deeper meaning. They show that, despite your conspicuously 
displaved determination, you, ladies and gentlemen, are not so very sure that you are 
right. He who knows ‘ is right does not avoid discussion but seeks it, he wants to 
convince. [ applause) He wants to convince, and if only for that reason, he 
does not resort to defamation and ostracism. In your speech today, “r Chancellor, you 
have abstained from this. This is in line with the seriousness of the hour and the 
importance of the issue. However, this does not undo what your friends and you yourself 
have said and done in this controversy during the past few months and as late as the 
past few days. In the very months before the ereat peace demonstrations, you threatened 
to exacerbate penal code regulations regarding demonstrations, so that they would not 
distinguis’ between rowdies and peaceful demonstrators who do not immediately obey an 
order to disperse. In this very period, you have accused the pacifists of being the 
ones who made Auschwitz deadly. You repeatedly stated that the peace movement is 
communist-controlled and follows instructions from the CPSU in Moscow. You encoura-e 
your party's general secretary to stubbornly insist on the slander that the Social 
Democrats are Moscow's fifth column, in other words, Moscow's espionage and sabotage 
group. 

















You removed a teievision moderator, who is a member [ your own party, from the screet 
for the sole reason that, on the question of deployment he stood on a si that was 
contrary to your view, and because, in his own way, he referred to the Sermon on the 
Mount. You, “Mr Chancellor, correctly criticize it when Mr Stranger is called a CIA 
agent, but you keep silent in a meanin;:ul and approving way when your friends call = 


friends agents of Andropov [applause!. 


All that, “rer Chancellor, is not clever; that is not at 211 Christian, that is revolting, 
Mg Chancellor, and I say that here on this occasio~.. 


we Social Democrats do not by any means agree in all points with the peace movement, 
which you are ghting in this way. However, do you reaily not see that this is me of the 
broadest and most active movements of the present, one that reaches far bevond our own 
borders’ Do you still maintain that there is no peace movement at all, “r Chancellor’ 
Do you not feel how our people’s awareness of the deadly dangers of the nuclear arns 
race has changed in the past 2 years, how people are no longer ready to silently accept 
the plan with its world order that is capable of bringing missiles and weapons to the 
last corner of the world within a few hours, but which is not able to bring rice and 
bread to those who are dying of hunger by the millions? 


Do you not feel how the number of people who refuse to continue to accept war or even 
complete annihilation as a means of policy is increasing, how awareness, how the will 
to change conditions, how the realization of one’s own responsibility is replacing 
unconscious indifference’ 


Do you not hear, Mr Chancellor, what so sany demand in this horrific situation, what 
thousands of physicians, philosophers, natural scientists, over 30 Nobel Prize winners 
demanded a few days ago, what Karl-Friedrich von Weizsaecker so impressively warned 
about and recommended only this past weekend, what the German trade unions are 
demanding, and what tens of tsousands, even hundreds of thousands of citizens have 
written in petitions to the parliament and deputies’ You have not discussed any of 
these things today, “Mr Chancellor. My friends and I are most deeply moved by these 
messages. “essages like that of the archbishop of Vienna, Cardinal Franz Koenig, who 
stir us with the following words: We talk about war as people have talked about var 
for centuries, but is that which is now threatening us with all its atrocities only 
war’ There was always devastation involved in war, but there was always someone left 
behind to weap, complain, bury the dead, and begin again from the ruins and the smoke. 
However, the cardinal continues, after the complete devastation, there will be no one 
left to complain and start anew; this is beyond man’s comprehension. Therefore he 
goes on calling war what is not war. Are you not frightened by that’? I am not only 
asking you that, Mr Chancellor, but all of you, all of us. 








You, “r Chancellor, often refer to your Christian trodition and roots. You have also 
done that today. Are you really not concerned when many say our common church, which 
thinks in terms of centuries, if not millenia adwracterizes the extent of the danger 
that we are facing today as so new and overwhelming, finds that the teachings of Thomas 
Scquinas can no longer give a proper answer, and that new answers are necessary’ And 
are you not prompted to think that more and more often you are warning that also today 
we should not make the Christian message the direct guideline of political work’ That 
you are calling more and more often for religion and politics not to be mixed’ Do you 
not see yourself, how often with such statements you agree with Mr Honecker, who gives 
similar anewers to those who refer to Christ in his territory? But, “re Chancellor, in 
your government declaration, you stated that our society needs the voices of the church, 
its open and critical word. 


IEEE re 
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You react ¢ all this by employing the ususel gethods, sethods that conservatives 


ways used against opinions and people that were inconvenient to thes, that 
wanted different things than they did. The opinions represented by the peace sovement 
ju wrong, and even le«s so are they, obviously, a reason 
for you to ponder or to correct your own views. ‘“o, you obviously regard these 
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considerations «8 wearness ani better fudgment as 4 lacz of liyalty to principles. 
@hat is more, such opinions «re in your view, and you sake no secret of this, you 
hellieve they are Sasically subversive, destructive to the state, naive at best, Sut 

in case of dowht, treacherous. And treacherous ideas naturally always go along with 
traitors in person, who sust Se spproached in the appropriate sanner, who gust at least 
be isolated and driven out of consensus. Ladies and gentlemen, you are doing a dis- 
service to the political culture of our country. You are weakening the democracy by 
the threat of which you constantly speak, and you are deepening splits and chasms, 
which as ‘ederal chancellor, you are obliged to smooth out or at least bridge. You 
criticize people lize Silly Brandt who with his speech at th peace rally in Bonn, 
where he even emphasized things for which he could not expect general applause, contri- 
buted more to the preservation of consensus in our nation, sore for the consensus between 
generations, than you during your ters of office thus far. lapplause, indistinct 


, : : , 
er ,4mat i "MS. interrupt i "Ss 





if you do not want to listen to me, you should read what as prudent a san as the recently 
retired secretary of state at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, “Mr Yon Staden, said about 
this in an interview for the SULDDEUTSCHE ZEITUM.. This would perhaps, by way of 
exception, make you think, it would perhaps at least once disturb your composure, 

instead of the unshakable self-aseurance you display in this house. This would perhaps 
remind you that at the beginning of vour term of office, you promised our people, 

aside from the famous turn, 4 spiritual and soral renewal, and what is more, spiritual and 
political leadership. If at all, this leaderhsip is required here in the discussion with 


that movement. You have not provided even one bit of that leadership; you have refused 
t ao Oe. lapplauvee] 


I do not know on shat ideas your conduct is based, but I know that things are not working 
out as you planned. On the Issue of stationing of missiles, the majority of ovr people 
ire against you, and this majority has been increased, not reduced by the way in which 
nany people in your party, headed by your general secretary, have been waging this 
battle of opinions. ‘ow you hope that a8 soon as the stationing of missiles begins, 
all this will be very quickly forgotten and you speak in this connection of the year 
1958, of the nuclear death mrvement. “r Federal Chancellor, ladies and 
gentlmen, you are wrong. ‘“o matter how the peace sovement continues to develop, 
whether it succeeds in preventing many of its followers from withdrawing into their 
private lives, or whether individuals resort to the use of brute force, | appeal to 
everyone, also to this parliamentary group, to do everything possible to prevent this 
flight into the use of brute force from becoming a reality. This is also your duty. 


what you are intending to do is not prohibited by the “onstitution, but it burdens you 
with increased political responsibility -- and I say this with every seriousness -- on 
precisely this question. [It would have been good if you had expressed this yourself, 
and it would be good if you could have more understanding for those who would like to 
promote the will of the majority, for those who are despairing of democracy, because 
not only are they powerless in this, but they have to bear the accusation of undemo- 
cratic behavior and the disruption of law and order. Is this rebuke all that you have 
to say to those people, “r Chancellor’ Do you not have sufficient strength to give a 
sign of understanding to those fellow citizens -- for they remain such -- at least 

a word of reconciliation in this debate’? [applause] 
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Last but not least, for precisely this reason, because of this lack of understanding on 
your part, som have the idea that there should be a right of resistance in this case. 

I understand this wish, but I would not like to cast anv doubt on the question that there 
is no such right to resist, ceither an individual nor a collective one. This also 
applies to peaceful violations of the law. I am against such violations of the ‘aw, 

and I have warned against them. Those who commit such violations in atteroting to prove 
the seriousness of their protest must bear the consequences of such actions. Those, 
however, who are expressing special and loud indignation against such possible violations 
of law, against certain forms of sit-ins for example, should be asked whether thev are 
also as indignant about other violations of the law, such as tax evasion, economic 
crimes, or against cer*ain prohibitions and imprisonment. [applause] Esteemed ladies and 
gentlemen, I «am pleased with the appleuse with which you greet my statements, and [as 

for the shouts against] -- if the Chancellor were standing here, then he would have 

said at least three times for the benefit of the television audience: Here you can see 
how they shout down opinions that are inconvenient tuo them and how they cannot stand it. 
So just carry on with the sort of accompaniment that you deem fit. By the way, I should 
like to point out something you have in common with the Green parliamentary group: Re- 
garding the loudness and recklessness of your catcalls, you arein no way second to the 
Green deputies. Were you are completely at one. [applause] 


Mr Chancellor, I said that you dodge important points in the discussion; you are moving 
things into the foreground which are not at all controversial and which are not at all 

up for discussion today. Thus, in your government policy statement today, vou again 
create the impression that the tssue at stake is the continuation of our political svsten, 
our membership in the Atlantic alliance, or the Bundeswehr -- all this, I firmly reject 
on behalf of the SPD parliamentary group. We Social Democrats have struggled for a 
free, democratic, and parliamentary system in our society at a time when others were not 
yet, or are no longer, doing so. [applause] 





After the end of the National Socialist tyranny, we made a decisive contribution toward 
reestablishing such a system. We know that this system gives us a better chance than 
other systems of constantly accomplishing a new freedom, justice, and solidarity. There- 
fore, we want to preserve this system, as in the past, we want to further develop, to 
protect, and if necessary, also to defend it. In the struggle against rightist and 
leftist dictatorships, Social Democrats have given their lives, together with others, 

for this system. Mr Chancellor, regarding this issue, we do not need any enlightcnnment-- 
no, let me put it more clearly, we won't stand any enlightenment regarding this issue. 


Nor do we need any enlightenment about the fact that the Soviet Union is seeking to 
establish a different system, a system that we reject, that is unacceptable to us. We 
are loyal to the Atlantic alliance. It gives us more security that we would have with- 
out it and our policy toward the East, our policy regarding Germany, which you have 
repeatedly -- at least, verbally -- pledged to continue, as we have been pleased to 
note, would not have been possible without our membership in this alliance and without 
the support of this alliance. [applause] 


Our withdrawal from the alliance would result in isolation and less security: our inter- 
ests would not be given more, but less consideration. Our influence on both world 
powers, and in Europe, would not be strengthened, but substantially weakened, and the 
long-term goal of a European peace order which, along with the division of Europe, would 
also overcome Germany's division, would not be brought closer, but would be even 


further removed. 
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He who frels this way about the alliance must openly speak up concerning differences of 
opinion, such as this one about deployment or other questions of joint policy and 


Strategy, and he must seek a reascaable compromise. This, too, is part of the profes- 
sian of loyalty to this alliance. He who does not do this, who hushes up or zlosses 
over these differences of opinion need not be surprised if a discussion about the alli- 
anc’ then develops. This is why we also must tell the present government of our main 
aliy how we feel about the view that nuclear wars can be waged and even won, or about 
the plan to extend wars in the future even to space, or the idea to react to Soviet 
advances in other parts of the world by horizontal escalation, in other words, offensive 
operations in central furope. 


We must also ask whether the policy of deficits and high-interest rates is compatible 
with Article 2 of the NATO treaty. I! am literally quoting this article on e core. It 
says: They -- the parties to the treaty -- will seek to eliminate differences in their 
inter ational economic policy and to promote economic cooperation between individual or 
all parties to the treaty. And we must also tell our partners that the people's 
approval of the alliance will not increase, but decline if the missiles are deploved 
against the will of the majority of the people. [applause] 


It is one of the things with which we find most fault regarding your policy, “r 
Chancellor: that you fail to do this, that in all your protestations and manifestations 
you are indistinct, general, and a little too lacking in substance, that you mistake 
friendship for complaisance and cooperative incorporation into an alliance with vassal- 
type fidelity. 


In this you not only do harm to German interests, but also to the interests of the 
alliance. It is here that the roots of the so-called alliance discussion also lie, and 
not in the rivalry of individuals. We are committed to our Bundeswehr. It is an essen- 
tial element of our alliance and protection capacity, and it is the first army in our 
history that does not stand beside our society, or even against it, but which is right 
in the middle of it. To this the Social Democrats have made a decisive contr! .ution. 
We will not allow the Bundeswehr to find itself in social isolation again, and this 
would begin again with a unilateral political use or orlentation of our Armed Forces. 
Therefore, on this occasion I say that we are in favor of military efforts to avoid a 
war, and we respect the work cf those who are doing their military service or have 
chosen service in the Bundeswehr as their career. Therefore we are also in favor of an 
increase in service pay next vear, which you reject. By the way -- no one should be 
mistaken -- the question of the deployment is also such disputed in the Bundeswehr, and 
quite a few -oldiers share our concern in this issue and express it. 


Therefore, “ir Chancellor, what you have sald today in your government statement, in so 
many words, that he who does not approve of the deployment is also against our political 
order, against the alliance and the Bundeswehr, is wrong. That is wrong, and it is he 
who makes such assertions and makes an issue of it that calls into question the consen- 
sus of our people -- not the one who says no to the deployment today. I have mentioned 
subjects that sre not the subject of discussion at all, but which you repeatedly bring 
into the discussion. In contrast to your statement, the main thing is not the subse- 
quent approval or annulment of the decision of 12 December 1979. “More importantly, the 
main thing is to draw consequences from the last sentence of this decision. The deci- 
sion is whether in light of the results of the Geneva negotiations, and that also means 
in light of its present course, the deployment should begin. Your answer is ves, the 
answer of my party, the answer of the great majority of my faction, is no. 
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I say matority, tecause there are deviating opinions in sy faction that the sa jority 
does not share, tat which it respects, opinions on the soral qualification of which 
the sajority does not dowbht, just as it does not doubt their legitigaste place within 
wat social desocratic community. There are, primarily, the reasons of those who, 
because of thelr conviction, have seen theaselves unable to vote for the resolution 

in May 941, and second, the opinion of those like Helaut Schmidt, who will be speaking 
in this discussion. 


You here in the front are exultaent about this statement and have expressed your approval, 
but I think, without justification. I do not refer to the chancellor’s constant state- 
gent in this connection that differences of view are at least an essential element of 
degocracy ween they take place in your faction or in the coalition, and that is the 
case rather often. Ladies and gentlemen of the [CDOU/CSU] union, I ask whether your 
apparent cohesion really reflects the range of the views of your followers, your voters, 
your gembers. Where, I ask. is the politician in the union who just as urgently 
presented the reasons ageinst deployment to his party as Helaut Schmidt did the argu- 
sents for deployment to my party’ Where is that gan? You know that a considerable 
percentage of your voters and sembers do not want the deployment; you know that Franz 
Alt or Flaus Dieter Semlin, «a san whom Richard von Welzsaeccer in his first candidacy 

in Berlin thought worthy of including in his government teas, are only seemingly out- 
Siders. In reality, however, they are representatives of at least a strong sinority 

in thetic fleld. Would it not be gore honest, if this would also be expressed in the 
votes of our faction? 


would it not be gore honest, if this found its expression in the voting conduct of your 
parliamentary group? In your party, among the Free Democrats, a8 gany as 25 percent 

of delegates voted against the deployment of sissiles. “Moreover, you are always accusing 
us of using coercion, of forcing everyone to vote according to party policy. ‘No, we 

do not do this here. Not only do we preach freedom of conscience, we practice it. 

Follow this example, and do not criticize it. [applause] 


In your government statement, you just tried to give reasons for your yes vote. There 
are elements in your statement with which I can agree. I agree, for example -- in 
addition to the statements thus far concerning our social system, the alliance, and 
the Bundeswehr -- with the statement that the current round of the arms race has been 
initiated by the Soviet Union and that the excessive armament of the Soviet Union has 
a destabilizing effect and represents a challenge for us. 





Regarding the other elements, I disclaim thes with all due emphasis. You claia, for 
example, that we want to deny the alliance the necessary silitary protection. That 

is wrong. Later I will demonstrate this in detail. Moreover, it is not true that you 
have done everything necessary for an agreement to be reached in Geneva. We dispute 
this. [applause] In the central issue -- the consideration of the systems of third 
countries -- you have not done what was necessary. Quite the contrary, you failed to 
do what was necessary. Literally dismal, in its failure to differentiate, is the state- 
ment that In the nuclear age, peace is only as secure as the danger of destruction for 
the one who breaks it. Do you really see the problem of the doctrine of deterrence 

In such sliaple terms? Do you not know that, In this case, it is not only a question 

of the destruction of the one who breaks the peace, tut also of the one who belleves 
himself to be defending hiaself? Has the entire discussion of the churches on precisely 
this iseue really gone past you without leaving 4 trace? 
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This discussion, ladies and gentiemen, has wade one thing quite clear, namely that tt 
sateguarding of peace cannot be confined gerely to a techmical calculstlon. Another 
thing that you have sald is highly uncertain. You are optimistic that, In the event 
of deployment, our relations with the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe will only %& 
temporarily clouded, and that Gersan-German relations will also only be temporarily 
Clowded, if at all, if I understood you correctly today. We wish this would te the 
case. However, the probability of this is small. According to all that we xnw, it 
is, | am sorry to say, guch @ore likely that there will be most bitter setbacks. 

We in this house know who will primarily be gade to pay for this, namely, the people 
in the other German state. 


Bishop Johannes Hempel, chairman of the Federation of Evangelical Churches In the OW, 
said this in your presence, Mr Federal Chancellor, during the Luther festivities in 
Worms at the beginning of this g@onth. He sald verbatia: “Many Christians in the ©, 
including gyself, fear that the deployment of additional aissiles in Europe will push 
the people of the two German states further apart, and that in owr country the situation 
of many people, regardiess of their world outlook, will be made gore difficult, in 
spiritual and material terms.” This gan knows very well what he Is talking about. 
Othera who warn against the consequences of deployment and against this danger also 
know it. It is not good -- no, I will choose gy words, it is infamous -- to repeatedly 
suspect those of being Moscow's sounding boards who utter such warnings, such truths, 
and introduce them Into our discussion. [applause] Your speech today, Mr Chancellor, 
that the SPD repeatedly adopts the Soviet arguments, is not one whit better, only some- 
what more subtic in form. 





About the other point, you sald nothing at all. You examined, for example, the concrete 
NATO need for counterarmament in the present situation. What were the positions held 
by the member-countries? Why did you oppose the convening of a conference, as demanded 
by the allies? 


It was, and is our goal to reduce the total number of existing Intermediate-range 
Sissiles in turope and to prevent -- for the first time, by way of negotiations -- a 
further turn of the arms spiral in advance. Our goal was not the stationing of new 
Sissiles on our side -- that would have been possible without the two-track decision. 

I know, and some of you admit that some of you regret that the United States did not 
immediately deploy the missiles. They regard the two-track decision 25 a sign of |word 
weakness) and as 4 mistake. I refute that emphatically. [applause] 


I repeat, it was our goal to break the vicious circle, and this goal was the abwolutely 
new clement in this two-track decision. You say that this goal was missed, therefore 
deployment was necessary. We say this goal is feasible, it is very close to us, and 
therefore we are opposing deployment. [applause and cheers] 


The 1979 decision and the persevering efforts of the chancellor at that time resulted 
in the United States and the Soviet Union In November 198) beginning negotiations on 
the Limitation of @edlum-range missiles in Geneva. During these negotiations, both 
sides have Moved, I say both sides -- also the United States. In the long run, no 
less than the first leader of the Soviet Union has submitted the following proposal 
in publics 
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First, « reduction in the existing weapons systems directed against Western Europe to 
161, hence, « reduction of warheads to approximately 124; the destruction of the exces- 
sive nuater of systems -- samely, renunciation to deploy them in the Far East; third 
~~ and this is « completely new element for someone acquainted with the sovereignty 
theory of the East European states -- on-site verification of liquidation; and fourth, 
the establisheent of « joint upper ceiling for e-diuwm-range aircraft. This public 
proposal demands that, in reply, the United Stats renounce the deployment of new 
systems. 


Ladies and gentlemen, this proposal contains the Soviet Union's sisission that it hes 
greatly exceeded its rearmapent and that it has deployed gany sore sissiles than it 
needs for its own security. We are evaluating this proposal as negotiable, and worthy 
of negotiations. Its earnestness should have been very carefully considered. [applause] 
This has not been done. Thus, it is not known whether «4 success in negotiations could 
have been achieved by reducing the level of the Soviet nuclear potential below the 1978 
level, by geans of liquidation under control. At that tiae, however, the deployment 

on Western European territories of U.S. land-based siasiles capable of reaching targets 
in the Soviet Union was by no seans considered absolutely necessary, when this level 
was valid at that time. Thie, “r Chancellor, would be even gore valid now, if what 

you asserted last week head been correct. This however, has regrettably, as I 

sey, proved to be aisinformation, which you have believed with amazing credulity. The 
fact that in spite of uncontested denials you have still asserted this in the plenus 
today does not make things look better. In addition, if the Soviet Union had really 
mentioned the possibility of a reduction to 121 systems in Geneva this week, then It 

is your own secret how such a proposal, if it really existed, could be weed a6 an argu- 
Sent against us. This is against siaple logic; this even emphasizes what you have said 
here about the necessity of serious consideration. Hence, we are facing two options 
today: One of them says that the FRO approves of the deployment. In that case, there 
will soon be « few hundred gore sodern sissile systems on the Western side. However, 
the Soviet Union will not reduce even one of its systems; in turn the deployment will 
be Increased on that side with Increasing intensity, and will at least be extended to 
the ODF and the CSSP territories. At the same time, the already existing, threatening 
tensions between the world powers will be further intensified. Furthermore the FRO 
will present targets, because of the deployed aissiles, which in the case of confronta- 
tion will increasingly provoke strikes from the other side. Acceptance of the alliance 
will be reduced in the FRG for a long time, but this will aleo be the case for other 
countries. The policy of detente will be pushed further into the backgrownd. The future 
influences of liberalization in the direction of Eastern Purope that resulted from this 
policy of detente will be further reduced. This is your option. 


The other option reads as follows: The PRO rejects the deployment, in which case a 
drastic reduction of Soviet systems seems feasible, the threat with owclear weapons 

is reduced, and the deployment race interrupled. The confrontation between the super- 
powers will be lessened, the policy of detente and control over armaments will receive 
new lapetus, the Intensification of German-German relations can be further pursued, 
acceptance of the alliance will be strengthened -- this is our option. [applause and 
shouts! 
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We do not telleve that the disedvaentages of your eption can be comp-neated for by the 
fact that slesiles will exist in our country thet are capable of destroying laportant 
areas in the Soviet Union with even greater speed, accuracy, and efficiency then is 
possible with the already existing weapons. We do not say that our option is without 
risks. However, we are wery earnestly refuting the statement that gore armament always 
@eans gore security. lappleuse and shouts!) 


On the contrary, we are Geeply convinced that Gore armaments can sean less security 
an4 gore Gestabilization. We aleo refute the thesia that only the allitary aspect is 
of deciaive taportance for security, for the balance of power, and for preventing war. 


Of as much leportance is the effectiveness of the respective national economy, the level 
of social security for the individual and families, the laplegentation of human rights, 
the extent and strength of the citizens’ consent for the goale pursued by the state 
leadership, and the capability of peacefully changing internal structures and political 
targets. I would even say that when our own seli-defense and capability of preventing 
war afte guaranteed, these priorities are auch sore leportant than priorities such as 
nuclear gases deetruction weapons, which can be expressed only in agegatons, in accuracy 
of reaching targets, and in striking power. This applies as guch to the credibility 

as to the g@oral weight of the policy of the world powers and of their alliance systems 
in confronting other peoples, especially as regards leas developed peoples, in general, 
and emaller peoples in their individual sectors of interest. In this context, your 
goveroment declaration te silent. It aleo does not give any information on the decisive 
lesue: I gean the question regarding what you have contributed to assist In the success 
of the Geneva negotiations on the lesue of the two-track decision regarding the question 
of third countries’ systems. You have constantly urged the Soviet Union to reduce its 
areapents. This was correct; we have supported this stand and will further support 

it In the futere. However, what have you told the United States? What have you achieved 
in thie reepect’? Paul “Nitze, the chief delegate of the United States, considered an 
agreement possible, ander which oot one Pershing Il miaesile would have been deployed 

on the Western side. He proposed such an agreement during the so-called walk in the 
woods. “ir Chancellor, you have not even publicly supported this proposal. When a feeble 
attempt in this direction was made in your WASHINGTON POST Interview on 21 July 1983, 
you get opposition within your own ranks; yvoufully surrendered to those who wanted by 
all aeans end under any circumstances, to laplement the beginning of the sissile 
deployment. [applause | 


“rt. Yoerner thinks, and he has recently sald eo, that the Soviet Union can be 
deteated by an ares race. “r Chancellor, wat is your influence -- dear colleague I 
will later eubelt this quotation to you ~~ Mr Chancellor, whatis your actual influence 
in Washington? [At this point Vogel is interrupted by several voices in the hall.] 
Ladies and gentiemen, we will have the opportunity this sorning to read this quotation. 
| ask you for your enderetanding If | cannot stand here at the rostrum with « plie of 
papers, you will read the quotation. ([Purther noise in the hall <- wnidentifledvoices 
Ladies and gentlemen, I think the epeaker can now continwe.| Ladies and gentlemen, 

| would wot ilke to prevent you from fully presenting your argument, we have time. 
[Further nolees and interruptions, several words indistinct| “r Chancellor, what is 
your teal tafleence in Washington? We are the partner of the alliance who makes the 
greatest contribution to the efforts for conventional weapons in Purope. 
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We are the ost exposed deployment country of the alliance. Not one single missile 

can be deployed against the will of the FRC. I blame you, Mr Chancellor, for not 
sufficiently using the opportunities emanating from this fact for a policy of ending 
the arms race. [applause] You have created the impression in Washington that you are 
ready to comply with almost anything that the present U.S. Administration wishes and 
demands. In this connection, you often refer to Helmut Schmidt and quite un justifiably 
80, because Helaut Schmidt would never have created such an impression. He always 


firmly defended Germjan interests, and he would have done so in this case as well. 
{ applause | 


You have just recently experienced it: It was obvious to anyone that your position 

was noticeably rendered more difficult through the intervention in Grenada. One of 

your friends -- he is present here -- openly admitted it in the discussion on 27 October 
1983 when he said: That is all we needed. Nevertheless, Washington did not consult 
you; indeed it did not even inform you. You were presented with a fait accompli. I 

do not approve of the Washington administration's attitude. I am against its dealing 
with the chancellor of our Republic in such a manner. But you have partly yourself 

to blame for this treatment. [applause] 


Until the very last moment the problem of the English and French systems was a central 
point of the Geneva negotiations. We proposed to bindingly pledge the treatment of 

this issue at the SALT negotiations or other armament control] negotiations. You have 
again rejected this today. You have always sidesteppai the issue by arguing that the 
superpowers could not make decisions on weapons of other countries in Geneva. However, 
this is quite beside the point. The point is that these 162 systems do exist in Europe, 
they are trained on Eastern Europe, and they were not included in the SALT II agreement. 


What is needed is to recognize facts and to draw conclusions from these facts. Who, 
ladies and gentlemen, would attempt in turn to convince the United States that it must 
ignore 162 systems if they were deployed in the Caribbean region, let alone in Central 
America, and targeted on the United States by allies of the Soviet Union? A comparable 
attempt by the Soviet Union in 1962 led to the Cuban missile crisis, and one of the reasons 
stated by the U.S. Administration for the intervention in Grenada was the mere suspicion 
that an airport built there might be used for bringing in such missiles. 


This point was circumvented by you in your declaration. Instead, you speak of a Soviet 
monopoly in Eurostrategic weapons. But this also ignores the facts. Great Britain 
and France actually do possess such weapons. Both are also members of the alliance. 
The British systems, moreover, are subordinated to NATO supreme command in the event 

of at emergency. These are facts that preclude the use of the term “monopoly If only 
for + isons of logic. [applause] 


One more question: Mr Chancellor, have you at least demanded a binding promise that 
the missiles will be used only within the framework of the NATO alliance commitments, 
but not under any circumstances for other purposes, that is, for crises outside of the 
NATO sphere? Your government statement ignores this subject. Hence I ask you to take 
a clear and unequivocal stance on this issue in the further course of the debate. 

| applause | 
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In this way, the West contributed to avoiding a war and not only utilized, but also 
isproved and strengthened the chances for the peaceful spreading of the principles of 
freedos, justice, and solidarity. 


The economic system of the West has proved to be superior to that of the Fast. Peaceful 
changes of governments are a gatter of course in the West. The events in Hungary of 
1956 and those in Czechoslovakia in 1968, not to mention June 1953, had no equal in 

the Western democracies of the alliance, and neither do the circumstances under which 
the Polish people are struggling for reforms and a new national consensus. With all 

its shortcomings, the West's aid for the developing countries has been far in excess 

of the comparable aid of Eastern Europe. The United States withdrew from Vietnam in 
1974 after a bitter process of learning, and thus in the end respected the rights of 
that nation. The Soviet Union, however, invaded Afghanistan in 1979 and refused to 
respect these rights of self-detergwination. Against resistance, the Helsinki Final 

Act initiated a process that strengthened human rights, and our Ostpolitik and Germany 
policy has brought more alleviations to gillions of people and more stability to Europe 
than was lost in times of confrontation and coid war. In the competition of svstems, 
this strategy did not weaken us at all, but strengthened us; however, in recent times it 
has suffered damage. The budget and high-interest rate policy of the United States 

has brought many developing countries to the brink of ruin. It has considerably 
disturbed the world economic relations, and has made it such more difficult to reduce 
unemployment in the industrialized countries, and thus in our country as wel). In Latin 
America -- Nicaragua or ©&1 Salvador are not the only examples -- a policy of direct 

or indirect military influence is taking the place of the elimination of disgraceful 
social injustice and tensions. 


The Intervention in Grenada, which even your friends say is at variance with interna- 
tional law and which was not approved in the UN General Assembly by a single NATO state 
and was even condemned by nine NATO countries, including France, Italy, and the Nether- 
lands, takes from the West part of the credibility with which it has thus far opposed 
Soviet interventions of an imperialist nature. This idea and the dangerous consequence 
resulting from it were most clearly expressed by the British Government prime minister 
when she sald: When one proclaigs a new law that wherever communism reigns against 

the will of the people, the United States is to intervene, we will have horrible wars 
throughout the world. 


That @ust be changed. The successful strategy gust be restored, the importance of Europe 
must be increased, and especially within the alliance. And, I add, political 
considerations must finally again assume precedence over the military strategists 
and the ar@ fetishists. Greafin Doenhoff is right when she states politics gust again 
be more than a function of the current technological arms development. 


we do not maintain that we are able to develop or even isplement these starting points 
by ourselves. We know the limits of what our Federal Republic can do, but we will not 
tire of making our starting points specific and of promoting them among our own people, 
among our friends and neighbors. The objection that we are trying to chase utopian 
ideas does not frighten us. All that we Social Democrats have achieved and implemented 
in the 120 years of our history has always been called utopian by the conservatives, 
the self-righteous, and those who would know better at the beginning. 
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We would be in the giddle of the cold war, would be in the fifties from 4 sociopolitical! 
point of view, if we had followed them. No, we do not follow them. History shows that, 
in all essential developments, they have always followed us; that sooner or later, 
unfortunately most often later, they have adopted exactly what we started and what they 
had bitterly fought against earlier. The German policy is the most recent example, 

but it is not the only one. It will be the same with the question we are discussing 
today. 


Ladies and gentlemen! Now one often talks about fear. Some despair, others occasionally 
have the feeling that the end of the world wight be at hand. I oppose this fear and 
feeling with hope. A mankind that in the course of its history has overcome slavery, 
that no longer settles disputes and conflicts in the national field with violence, but 
peacefully in orderly processes, such a mankind can also overcome war, if it only wants 
to and the peoples do want to. Our own people want to. 


A man who knew much about that and who devoted decades of his life to war, the striving 
for military superiority, and victory over the enemy, wrote shortly before his death 

on that subject: I have spent ay life studying military strength as a deterrence against 
war and the kind of armament that is necessary to win a war. The study of the first 

of these questions is still useful, but we soon get to the point that a war can no longer 
be won. War includes competition, but if one gets to the point when it is no longer 

a competition and the probable result comes close to our own suicide along with the 
defeat of the enemy -- a prospect that none of the two sides can any longer ignore -- 
then arguments about the exact level of available force in comparison with another 

are no longer the essential questions. This man went on to say: When we get to the 
point, at which we will arrive one day, when both sides know that at any outbreak of 

a general war, irrespective of the element of surprise, the devastation will be mutual 
and complete, we will possibly be rezsonable enough to meet at the negotiating table 
with the realization that the era of armament has come to an end, and that mankind will 
have to adapt its actions to this truth or die. This possibility has not yet been 
completely reached. I will not deny the necessity of strength, but this strength must 

be intellectual, economic, and @ilitary. All three elements are important, and they 

are not mutually exclusive. The gan who spoke these moving words, which somebody hastily 
attributed to [FRG] General Bastian, was a general. He was one of the successful! 
military men of our century, and he was an American. It was Dwight D. Eisenhower at 

the end of his life. 


And another American said 1961, in a great speech before the United Nations, that man- 
kind must put an end to war or war will put an end to mankind. That was John F. Kennedy, 
the president who was murdered almost exactly 20 years ago today. We Social Democrats 
agree with these great Americans. We do not want the human race to die. We want the 
arms race era to come toan end, and we want the human race to adapt its actions to the 
truths that have become more and more obvious. It is our wish that German policy and 
political action in general proceed in accordance with these truths, and also today 

in this decision. 
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CDU/CSU’s Dregger’s Speech 
DW211503 Cologne Westdeutscher Rundfunk Network in German 1038 GMT 21 Nov 43 


[Speech by Dr Alfred Dregger, CDU/CSU Bundestag faction chairman, at the Budestag in 
Bonn on 21 November -- live] 


[Text]! Mr President, ladies and gentlemen: No political decision has ever been dis- 
cussed at more length, with gore intensity, and in a gore controversial way than the 
one that we will have to vote on tomorrow. This is in accordance with the serious, 
the very serious, nature of the gatter. Therefore, we welcome the fact that so many 
citizens have discussed it with us. We will continue to face the discussion in our 
country following this vote tomorrow. 


However, that changes nothing about the fact that it is us, the elected organs of the 
democratic state, who bear the responsibility, the large burden of responsibility for 

the decision to be made. [applause] Therefore, it is up to us to value the arguments 
that have been produced. We will have to assess their significance and not the militancy 
with which they have been advanced. The decision to be made is of a political nature, 
not of a religious or scientific nature. 


Although we are and want to be influenced by scientific findings and religious convic- 
tions, the decision remains a political one. Neither the Sermon on the Mount nor the 
sciences answer the question asked. We are convinced that those who consider other 
ways of safeguarding peace to be correct in wanting peace like us. We state our respect 
for them if they have democratically taken part in the discussion. 


However, we are under the iapression that quite a few of them underrate the value of 
freedom as an integral part of a peace worthy of human beings. [applause] We will 

not adopt this cardinal error. Opus justitiae pax -- peace is the work of justice, 

not the work of submission. [applause] Neither as gen nor as Christians are we called 
upon to live without freedom or even pave the way for life without freedom. Ladies 

and gentlemen, fear is inherent in all creatures. I am not free from it. However, 

it has no moral quality. Only those who overcom> their fear can act calmly, reasonably, 
and resolutely. That is our duty. [applause] 


We will resist those who confront us with violence and deception by calling their 
violence nonviolent. [applause] The Republic would lose its democratic quality if 
we submitted to violence camouflaged as nonviolence. [applause] We warn everyone 
against considering us, the German people's elected deputies, as being susceptible to 
extortion. 


Ladies and gentlemen, tomorrow we will decide on the beginning of counterarmament. 

We thereby also decide on the continuation of NATO, the basis of our free existence 
in divided Furope. If the Soviets succeeded in isgposing their will on NATO through 
this issue and preventing NATO from restoring the lost military balance in Europe, 
and if they succeeded particularly in preventing the Germans fros implementing common 
decisions, NATO would lose its basis. [applause] 


It would lose its dual respect, first of all, militarily, because then there would no 
longer be a limit to the Soviet Union's superiority in Europe. At the same time, there 
would be political and psychological loss of respect, because then the barriers of 
lacking gutual understanding between Americans and Europeans would become insur- 
mountable. 
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Naturally, fsisunderstandings in the alliance exist on both sides. However, in security 
policy matters, particularly the Europeans -- and I am sorry to say that most of ail 
the Germwans -- are becoming gore and gore difficult for the Americans to understand. 
[shouts] Therefore it should be recalled, if you have known it at all Mr Fischer, 


[Lnterruption by Bundestag President Annemarie Renger] Just a moment Mr Deputy. Please 
immediately remove that poster over there. Please continue. 


[Dregger] First the NATO two-decision [shouts] 


[Bundestag President Annemarie Renger] Please do not criticize sy measures to create 
order, Mr Fischer. 


[Unidentified radio reporter] Another poster is being removed from the spectators roos 
upon orders of the Bundestag president, the acting Bundestag President Annemarie Renger, 
which the Greens hung there. 





[Dregger|] The Europeans: Some Europeans create the impression that the two-track decision 
was forced on them by the Americans. 


Second, without the stationing of American troops in Europe, the Europeans would have 
been helpless, and without protection, exposed to the Soviet power. The pictures, how- 
ever, which the Americans see on their television screens, show no demonstrations for 
America but demonstrations against America. [shouts, applause] 


Third, the so-called peace movement in Europe directs its actions not [shouts], you 
must urgently listen to this, you know too little. [applause] This so-called peace 
govement, which is a submissive movement, not according to the will of their followers, 
but objectively [shouts, applause] 


[Unidentified radio reporter] The faction of the Greens permanently shouts to hinder 
faction Chairman Dregger from delivering his speech. 


[Dregger] This so-called peace movement does not direct its actions against the Soviet 
Bissiles, which are aimed at us, which are threatening us, which have been constantly 
numerically increased during the Geneva regotiaiions, [shouts] but the actions are aimed 
at [shouts]... 


[Bundestag President Renger|] Just a gsoment Mr Deputy Fischer, I am calling you to order 
because of your interjection: Now you are lying. [applause] 


[Unidentified radio reporter] Fischer of the Greens faction was called to order by 
the acting Bundestag president. 


[Dregger] Nobody can shout ae down; you will not be able to do that either. ([shouts, 
applause] The actions of the so-called peace sovement are directed against the not 

yet existing American sissiles which would not come and which would be removed if only 
the Soviet Union were willing to remove its existing gsissiles or declare its preparedness 
to do so. [applause] 


The Americans consider that even worse and even less understandable than the action 

of the so-called peace movement bearing no political responsibility, [shouts], is the 
action of the SPD. [shouts] They have always highly respected the SPD second chan- 
cellor. [shouts] Now they sust experience that the party of this chancellor totally 
turns its back on his former policy, that it thus contradicts itself and its own earlier 
action. [shouts] All that is hard to understand not only for the Americans, but also 
for us. 
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one of the causes can be revealed. It lies in the different stance taken by NATO and 
the Soviet Union In the past years. The Soviet Union has created facts, whereas NATO 
has raised questions. Facts are accepted even if they are disagreeable; what else 
remains to tbe done? Questions asked are being discussed. The Soviet Union has not 
asked us. It has stationed the ground-based, accurate and far-reaching SS-20 sissiles 
without any regard for the Geneva negotiations and without caring about the public 
protests. 


while there were negotiations in Geneva and rearmament in the East, discussions were 
held in the west on the following questions. Are we to counterarmg? For what reason? 
why? To what degree? The Soviet Union has fully exploited the possibilities of its 
totalitarian system. It conducted its propaganda and disinformation in a sasterly 
manner. [Interjection: In contrast to your] all that it has fed to the public was 
Strategically planned, and it was tuned to the specific mood of the Western public it 
wished to influence. It is obviously sore problematic to respond to facts by raising 
questions than the initiators of NATO’s two-track decision had imagined it would be 
vis-a-vis a counterpart who does not discuss his sissiles, but stations them, who is 
absolutely immune even to the sedia, but who knows all the better to bring influence 
to bear from outside on our public opinion. [inter jections] 


Ladies and gentlemen, all these are facts which we cannot change anymore. It is the 
aeaning of representative democracy and it is our obligation as deputies to resist the 
erroneous estimation triggered by Soviet disinformation and propaganda on parts of our 
public opinion. [Deputy Bundestag President Annemarie Renger] Mr Deputy, do you permit 
a question by Deputy Voigt? No question, Mr Deputy. [applause] [Dregger] We have 

to make a decision with the best of our ability and not according to what pollsters 

or demonstrators seek to suggest to us, because we have to shoulder the burden of 
responsibility. [applause] 


“Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, the starting point for our considerations is the 
political and strategic situation in Europe created through and after World War II. 

It is unprecedented in history. For the first time, the Eastern predominant power is 
in the midst of our country even in peace time. This predominance excels through mili- 
tary strength. It is also the holder of a world-revolutionary clais. World revolution 
under Soviet leadership means world domination by the Soviet Union. This is the con- 
sistently pursued objective of its policy. [applause] 


The Soviet Union approaches this goal with a long wind. It does not act precipitately, 
it walts for the maturing of developments. It recognizes facts, it is aware of risks, 
but whenever risks seemed calculable and bearable, the Soviet Union never hesitates 

to do what it considers its historic sission. 


In 1939 when Hitler garched into western Poland, it was no risk for the Soviet Union 
to march, in agreement with Hitler, into eastern Poland. The border agreed on by Hitler 
and Stalin in 1939 is still valid today. 


When Mitlerite Germany was Europe's hegemonic power, it was no risk for the Soviet Union 
to annex the three Baltic states in collusion with Hitler in 1940. The facts created 

in 1940 continue to be valid today. When all European powers were on the ground at 

the end of World War II and the United States disarmed [shouts from assembly] You 
cannot stand the truth, therefore you are shouting, whoever shouts is wrong. [applause] 
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When all European powers were on the ground at the end of world War II and the United 
States disarmed, it was no risk for the Soviet Union to advance its borders further 
to the West and -- which is even gore significant -- to force its communist systes on 
the east and central European states under its control. The facts and conditions of 
rule created at the time against the will of the Poles, Czechs, Slovaks, Hungarians, 
Romanians, Bulgarians, and Germans continues to be valid today. 


The Soviet Union rejects any revision of these conditions. Any stirring of freedom 
among the east and central European people has been quelled with ailitary force: central 
Germany in 1953, Hungary in 1965, Czechoslovakia in 1968, and Poland in a different 

form in 1982 are the stations in this line of suffering in eastern and central Europe, 
ladies and gentlemen. [applause] 


The fact that Western Europe with parts of central Europe can still determine its own 
fate, and from this has come the establishment of NATO, the setup of the Bundeswehr, 

and the continued U.S. involvement here in Europe. [applause] Admitting this comes 
hard to Social Democrats. The great decisions to which we owe our safe peace had to 

be railroaded through in 1955 against the SPD. The Social Democrats, too, recognized 
this later on. NATO has proved to be the greatest peace and freedom alliance in history. 
[ applause | 


It was solely on the basis of an approximate balance between the East and West guaranteed 
by NATO and the U.S. Involvement in Europe that it was possible in the sid-sixties to 
initiate a policy which was later termed detente. It was supposed to lead to sore 
bearable relations between the East and West -- and it did. This policy became dangerous 
only when the SPD began to lose sight of the realities. These realities include the 
unchanged, offensive objective of Soviet policy and the armament sacsively pursued under 
the very cloak of detente. 


This armament led to a point where the Soviet Union is today sassively superior to NATO 
in Europe in all important arms categories. The 1983 white Paper on the FRG's security, 
which the Federal Government has just subsitted, soberly reports the facts. Unlike 

the West, the Soviet Union since 19465 has never disarmed. It has always built up arms, 
and for the past 15 years it has been pursuing an areas buildup which is unprecedented 

in man’s history -- at least in peace times. [applause] 


The offensive objective -- I cannot give you lessons in all subjects of history today, 

Mr Fischer. [applause] The offensive objective of Soviet areas buildup becomes evident 
not so much by the intercontinental, strategic sissiles; granted, in this field the 
Soviet Union has alan fundamentally changed the power ratio, but the fact that the Soviet 
Union in this field pursued and achieved parity with the United States is in keeping 
with its justified security requirement, and is not ours to criticize. The offensive 
objective of the Soviet aras buildup is primarily becoming evident in three other fields. 


First, in the enhancement of the conventional preponderance in Europe. Anyone pursuing 
and gaining parity in nuclear armament like the Soviet Union sust also concede parity 

in the conventional field. The Soviet Union, alas, is not prepared to do that to this 
day. 
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Second, apart from the Soviet Union's conventional superioricy, its deep-sea armament 
is obviously of an offensive nature. This naval armament has turned the great 
continental power, the Soviet Union, whose area of domination extends from the Elbe 
to Viadovistock, into a great naval power as well. The Soviet Union is not dependent 
on this navel power for defensive purposes, ast the earth's biggest raw-material and 
energy power, it has all resources in its area of domination. The opposite applies 
to the West. The West depends on the energy and raw saterial from other continents. 
To the west, the sea routes are as important as the land routes are for the Soviet Union. 


Free Lurope in particular is vitally dependent on the freedom of the seas, on the 
undisturbed supply from the United States, from countries around the Persian Gulf, and 
around the southern tip of Africa. The extremely increased number of Soviet assault 
submarines and the Soviet deep sea fleet, hence, spoil a unilateral threat to the West, 
a jeopardy to which the Soviet Union itself does not find itself exposed even in the 
event of parity in naval armament -- because of its fundamentally different situation. 
In this connection, it is clear that protecting sea routes requires sore forces than 
interrupting thea. 


The third, the most topical, the most serious impairment of Europe is the power monopoly 
which the Soviet Union has created for itself in the past few years in its land-based, 
accurate longer-range intermediate-range missiles. What mattered in Geneva, and what 
will be Involved in Geneva or elsewhere are these missiles, the SS-20's, and the poten- 
tial counterweapons of the West, because I'm convinced that If we act with det«rmination 
the negotiations will continue. 


What was bound to arouse suspicion in the negotiations to date was the fact that during 
these negotiations the Soviet Union feverishly continued to arm. When the NATO two- 
track decision was adopted in 1979, the Soviet Union had an SS-20 warhead superiority 
of 420 to zero. Now this superiority comes to 1,080 to zero. Had the West behaved 

as the Soviet Union did, the Soviet Union would have immediately severed negotiations, 
ana you would have applauded it for doing so, ladies and gentlemen. 


Of the SS-20 warheads, more than 700 are targeted on Europe and more than 300 on Asia. 
The latter, too, can be swiftly relocated to the West and targeted on Europe as well. 
Such a superiority far above 1,000 to zero, and still growing, in such 4 weapons system 
that is pinpoint accurate, has a range of up to 5,000 km, itself largely invulnerable 
since goblle, opens many possibilities to the Soviet Union, among others the possibility 
to destroy all important targets in Europe with a single strike. 


Then the important points would be destroyed. Europe would be unable to defend itself. 
However, its area would not be destroyed. After its occupation, it would be available 
for exploitation. [shouts] 


Even if the Soviet Union did not intend to exploit this possibility -- which I assume 
and hope -- the possibility alone that it could do it is suitable to paralyze our will 
and make us submissive. That is the aim of Soviet strategy. [applause] 


At the Geneva negotiations, the West was concerned by a balance while the Soviet Union 
was concerned about superiority. The West wanted and wants a zero to zero solution, 

or an x to x solution. The Soviet Union wanted and wants to have zero only on the side 
of the West, but not on its side. 
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It doesn’t want to be forced to reduce its stock of SS-20 sissiles that has constantly 
grown during the negotiations, and it wants to hinder the West's ability to create even 

4 sinioum counterweight with regard to the new threat. That was the ais of its 
negotiaticuas. This was also the sole purpose of the proposal to include the nuclear 
weapons of France and Great Britain in the negotiations, although France and Great 
Britain do not take part in these negotiations. [shouts] 


The SPD also adopted the Soviet standpoint with regard to this problem. One is asking 
oneself whether despite the warnings of their French friends, the SPD has failed to 
recognize tye cloven foot, or whether it was just looking for a pretext to abandon the 
NATO two-tracx decision. 


Regarding the British and French missiles, [shouts] listen to mae, I am just about to 
explain this to you. Regarding the French and British missiles, the following aust 
be stated: 


First, quantitatively they hardly matter with regard to the balance of forces between 

the East and West. The British and the French warheads amount to not sore than 1 percent 
each of the 8,000 Soviet warheads, also intercontinental strategic missiles. Not sore 
than 1 percent each, which amounts to a total of 2 percent. [shouts] 


[Bundestag President Renger] Ladies and gentlemen, a request: Of course there can 
be interjections, but the possibility gust also exist to speak here in consecutive 
sentences. Please stop it. [applause, shouts] Ladies and gentlemen, please let the 
Speaker carry on now. You will also be able to take the floor later on. Please be 
so kind not to break the rules of the house. [applause] 


‘Unidentified radio reporter] The acting Bundestag President Annemarie Renger again 
tries to stop inter jections from the Greens. 


[Dregger| That was the quantitative side. OQualitatively, the British and French 
missiles, in contrast to the aissiles negotiated in Geneva, are not land-based accurate 
intermediate-range missiles. They are sea-based and therefore not accurate and not 
designed to hit pinpointed targets. Only the French have on the Plateay d’Albion 18 
land-based missiles which, in contrast to the $5-20 gissiles, are not mobile. Therefore, 
they are relatively easy to destroy. In the meantime, they are still a counterweight 

to more than 1,000 S5-20 gwissiles, warheads, of the Soviet Union. 


Third, the British and French correctly reject the inclusion of their national defense 
weapons in the superpowers’ negotiations. They want to participate in such negotiations. 
The French president, a Socialist with whom (?you) should maintain relations, in his 
speech at the UN on 28 September 1983 -- you don't know all this -- proposed a conference 
of the five nuclear powers, including China. It is up to the Soviet Union to take up 

this proposal, if it is really interested in the British and French sissiles. 


Fourth, at a certain stage of the negotiations, the Soviet Union indicated -- with all 

reservations and possibilities of retreat that are typical of Soviet offers -- that 

it would limit its S$5-20's to the number of the British and French missiles, if no U.S. 
missiles were deployed in Europe. Later it reportedly even renounced the inclusion 

of those missiles, but at the same time demanded that it retain 320 $S5-20 warheads and 

that no U.S. missile be deployed in Europe. 
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Ladies and gentlemen, the statements by the opposition leader on what was reported fros 
the Chancellor’s Office are correct. I am quite prepared to give you the documents. 
However, it is not so decisive. All these variants were aimed at the same goal, namely, 
the Soviets want ty have + sonopoly in land-based, accurate, extended-range sissiles 
enabling them to destroy all isportant targets in Europe with one strike. Three hundred 
and sixty warheads are absolutely sufficient for that. 


Second, they want to prevent the Americans fros establishing a counterbalance -- some- 
thing that the Americans could do now. Therefore, they do not want to have t’.{s American 
weapons systes in Europe. Ladies and gentlemen, the consequences of such a negotiating 
result would te serious for European and in particular German security. 


We Germans do not possess nuclear weapons of our own. Great Britain and France expressly 
refuse to use their nuclear weapons for the protection of Germany. We gust understand 
that, in view of the balance of forces between these European nuclear powers and the 
Soviet Union. In both cases, it is roughly 1 to 100. Therefore, we Gerwans depend 

on the United States sore than other Europeans. What the United States seans to us 

can be said in one sentence: As long as the Asericans stay on German soil with their 
troops and nuclear weapons, we will be absolutely secure from a Soviet attack, ladies 

and gentlemen. [applause] 


The Soviet Union would not only be confronted here with the medium power FRC, which 

has no nuclear weapons, but the world power United States with all its conventional 

and nuclear capabilities. U.S. nuclear weapons based at sea or in the United States 
could not produce the same deterrence. The Soviet Union might believe it could evade 
[unterlaufen|] the use of nuclear weapons based at sea or in the United States with rapid 
surprise attacke of their units trained for a (?world) war. The deployment of these 
weapons in Germany deprives such dangerous speculation of that basis. 


The conclusion is: We do not have to fear American nuclear weapons stat oned in our 
country, but we have to fear those who want to take these weapons away from us so as 

to make us defenseless and subject to blackmail. [applause, commotion] There are 
people over here who are casting suspicion on the United States by saying that it has 

the possibility or even the intention of waging atomic war from Europe against the Soviet 
Union -- an atomic war -- from which the United States itself would be spared. [Inter- 
jection) This idea -- even if you say it is correct -- is an absurdity. [commotion] 

The leaders of the Soviet Union -- please take yourself seriously -- the leaders of 

the Soviet Union have stated time and again that no matter from where U.S. sissiles 

are fired on their country, the Soviet response at any rate and above all will be 
directed at the crucial area of the United States. There is not the slightest reason 

to doubt what Brezhnev and other Soviet leaders have sald, because what they said results 
from the realities. Why should the Soviets be expected to spare the crucial American 
area if the Americans were to attack the crucial Soviet area, from wherever it may be? 


Ladies and gentiemen, he who assesses risks of the Western alliance partners against 
one another gust appreciate the considerable risk run by the United States with the 
stationing in Germany, for the sake of Germany and at the expense of their own country 
-~ a tlek, which the British and Prench, for instance, are not willing to undertake. 
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For all these reasons, I state that the national nuclear weapons of France and Britain 
do not have any quantiative weight in the East-West comparison, that thev cannot be qual- 
itatively compared with the Seviet SS-20 missiles, and that they are not supposed to 
serve the protection of Germany. They are no equivalent to the Soviet SS-20 missiles. 
That is why anv allowances for them must be ruled out. Since we have renounced national 
atomic veapons, this equivalent can be created only through American nuclear weapons -- 
the Pershing I! and cruise missiles. As long as Europe is not united and has not become 
the third world power -- and nothing speaks for it becoming so some day -- the atomic 
equilibrium of the world powers in Europe is a prerequisite which cannot be renounced 
for the security of Furope and, above all, for the national security of the Germans. 
[applause] 


The conclusion is: If the Soviet Union does not want the Pershing II's it must take away 
the SS-20's. Both are ballistic missiles. Any allusion to the shortened prewarning per- 
fods certainly applies to both sides. If this involves a particular threat -- and I 

do not consider it to be a small one -- then the conclusion must be that the devilish 
stuff must be gotten rid of by both sides, not only that it is not being set um on our 
side, but it must be done away with on both sides. [applause] And this is the zero- 
zero solution, presented time and again by President Reagan and NATO, and I cannot under- 
stand why the friends of peace on the left-hand side of the house do not advocate this 
most tidy peace solution, ladies and gentlemen. [applause] 


Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, the SPD seeks to justify its deviation from NATO's two- 


track decision with the allegation that the United States andthe alliancehave lacked the 
necessary concessions. This allegation is turning the facts upside down. 


First, the West insisted on equal global ceilings, and I hope it will never abandon this 
demand. However, it has demonstrated its preparedness not to include Asia-based 85-20 
missiles in the Furonean comparison of forces. There are no Western counterweapons in 
Asia. Some of the SS-20 misslies deployed there even now can reach from their positions 
to Furope. The others can be easily moved to the west and aimed at Europe. This con- 
cession by the Vest also means factual superiority by the Soviet Union in this inmvortant 
field of weapons. 


I ask vou: Is that not a fundamental Western concession to the advantage of the Soviet 
Union? 


Second, as you know, the counterarmament program announced by the West in the event no 
agreement was achieved includes quantitatively only half what the Soviet Union deploved 
long ago as regards S$S-20 warheads. The West wants to deploy only 572 warheads to face 
far more than 1,000 SS-20 warheads; that is, just half as much. Tent that also a funda- 
mental Western concession to the Soviet side? 


Third, the Pershing II missile can reach neither Moscow nor Leningrad. The range of the 
crulse missiles is just half the range of the Soviet S$S-20 missiles, which can reach al! 
of Europe from their present positions. Is the range limitation which was intentionally 
made by the West, not a fundamental Western concession to the Soviet Union? [applause] 
As regards the West, there is really no arms race tnvolved. 


Can you imagine the Soviets ever being prepared to make such one-sided concessions to 
the West as the West has made to it <- the three points I have just mentioned? You will 
admit that we cannot foresee that. 
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Ladies and gentlemen of the SPD, ignoring this is not the only thing | am charging 
vou with. (shouts; It was bad in the final phase of the Ceneva negotiations that 
vou signaled to the Seviet Union throwgh your land party organization congresses 


that there was no need for it to disarm. The meaning of what vow have sald Is: 
Whatever you do, we will do nothing. 


I! ask you: ‘that should prompt the Kremlin masters to renounce their costiv missiles 
with which they want to rule Europe as long as they can hope, with the hxle of the 
peace Sovement as vell as your help, to be released from the alternative to disarr 
if they do not want counterarmarent’ | applause) 


Even worse than your disassociation from the NATO two-track decision are the pretezxts 
you have cuoted in this connection. They consist of one-sided and commletely 
unfounded accusations of guilt addressed to the ‘nited States. [Passage Indictinct | 
The member of the SPD commission for basic values, Professor Gesine S.hwan, stated 

in the Heute Journal program on 12 October 1983 and I an asking peremiassion to 

quote bere: The SPD does not admit that it is no longer cognizant of the threat 

by the Soviet Union, it even makes it a taboo. Therefore, the SPD is forced to hold 
the Americans suilty for the sake of its own legitimation, In such a way, it 
actually is forced t> use the arguments of the Soviet (nlon against the Americans. 
End of quotation. [applause] 


I regret to say to the speech of the SPD your statements during the final phase in 
Ceneva have not promoted the negotiations. [shouts] “¢ PEhmke, they have not only 
weakened the Vestern position, they have considerabiy lessened the chances to achleve 
success in the negotiations. [applause] 


You must be held responsible to a great cxtent for the so far unsuccessful Geneva 
negotiations. |applause] 


The former federal chancellor deserves a special word, Colleague Schmidt -- I don't 
know whether he Is present; he will be able to hear or read it later. I want to 
attest to him that he delivered a great speech at the SPD federal party congress 
last Saturday. I studied the text. Stating this, I am ignoring his totally 
unfustified reproaches to the federal chancellor. These reproaches can only be 
viewed as poretexts allowing you to vote against our resolution tonerrov, even 
though it fully reflects your policy. lanplause! 


Your charges addressed at the United States that it failed to fully explore the 

walk in the woods formula is not logical. Because this formula was introduced 

into the talks by the American and not by the Soviet negotiator, it would be up to 
the Soviet, not the American side to explore it as you say. the Soviet side did 

the contrary. It expressly rejected it at the nevotiation table and in public. I an 
referring to the DER SPIEGFL Interview with Mr. Arbatov, Andropov’s advisor. To the 
present day, the Soviet Union has rejected everything that could jeopardize tt« 
monopoly in its hegemonial $$-20 weapons. That's the reality. 


hat I am reproaching you vith, Colleague Schmidt, 4afe not some clements of your 
speech at the SPD federal party congress, but something entirely different, namely, 
that in this vital matter to our people you resigned yourself and did mot fight in 
recent weeks and months. [applause] Instead of restiessly travelling across the 
worid and delivering speeches -- which I do not grudge vou -- vou should have gone 
to the SPD’s local constituencies and should have fought for your opinion, [ehouts, 


applause | 
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Your total defeat at the Colorpme party congress earned you what | would tert r ¢is- 
tance trot sf mm party. It began vith your renunciation of the part r rer 
you becate chanrelior, it was mtinued by yvour persistent silence mn “¢e Bahr’ wteivie 
ties wWiiie yur weve etill in office. Ali this happended under the protect orst« ' your 
sarty chalrnan wh yar defeat eet mday. fsentence as heard st wor 

indiat lar wer al ww that » television. 

Ladies and rentiemen, «11 this would not concern me If Helowt Schmidt’s personal defeat 
waeen’t « 4efeat for the teow! Ix ss well, The self-isolation of the SPD, the se nA 
largest democratic party in our vent ry, its renunciation of the national neensus In 
security golicy -- which we hawe rellted on for 20 years -- and its separation ‘rom the 


solidarity of the large, temortant democratic parties in Western furope harm us all. 
lappl auee | 


Ladies and veatiemen of the SPD, len’t it terrible for you to note that during the re- 
cent vote in the European Parliament, the Cerman Social Democrats and the Communists 
voted against the Freach and Italian Sectalists’? [shouwts, applause! You are totally 


isolated in the wWeetern =~. 


| de set row if Colleagwe Schmidt still has the strength to fight, I wish he hed, 
in the toterest of our country. “en such a8 Ceorg Leber and others will stand bv his 
side. The Reoublic cannet renounce an SPD which defends peace and freedom in our yune- 
try with the same myvincing et rength, clairvoyance, and realism as was done by Helmut 
Scheidt and as we are doing now, ladies and gentlemen, f ipplause, commotion 


if the “reens do sot epare any efforts, we must try to restore the national Neensus 
of the large democratic parties In security policy, lapplause, shouts! The sore the 
SPD is giving up responsibility for national security, the greater will the Cr /CSU's 
md the FOP’s responsibility, I assure our fellow citizens in Germany and our allies 
that the Cot, CS', and FDP wlll do what Is necessary to secure peace and freedom tn the 


eighties and nineties In the same way as we have made peace and freedom possible for the 


fifeies sitvt les md seventies, lapplause | 


, ,. 
Thies ie wiv we unanimously eo¢ expressly support the federal chancellor's 
govet am not ftatement and the 4 istone announced therein. We admire the federal 
hancellor’s steadfaatoess, wuts, applause] We admire his capabilit f gaining 
friends for our rene r i #otid. lapplause!| Ever since he ber am hancellor, 
the alliance 1% hanged, ‘" exists again tn the Western Alliance. lapplause, 
shroruts | ae admire that at t bee am time he is in the resition to wim thw 
Seviet Union's reenect for ws, Apart from the difficult domestic shifting of the 


evitches, Heleaut Fohl has mace a grandiose foreign policy performance in the firet 12 


months of hie povernment, ipo | awe 


logether with the FOP, we endoree his policy and that of his foreign mini ster, whose 
nerformences | aleo want to emphasize, lapplause| We endorse them with a motion which 


has been subcitted to vou, ladles and gentlemen, 

Som words also to ay fellow citizens: Is there a gloomy perspective’ “So. [shouts If 
we remain fienly detersined, then we do not have to fear the future. [commot lor be 
iffensive obterct lw if the Soviet words tndletinct! -- ev howse I« located we tf) 
tilometers from the border, but I feel absolutely safe there as long as the west remains 
firely wnited in the alliance and as long as the Americans are standing by our side, and 
I will sot go away from there, | will not get myself a house abroad, I will stay with ey 


fellow citizens, 20 ellometers away from the border, [applause, commot! 














If we remain firmly resolved, then we need not fear the future. We cannot change any- 
thing in the Soviet Union's offensive aim, we have to adjust to it. However, as Western 
politicians, we can bet on two things: 


First, on the Soviet Union's awareness of risk. As long as we do not lead the rulers in 
the Kremlin into temptation through great weakness, they will not indulge in adventures. 


f. ‘ 
i appl ase 


Second, we can deal with the communist system's economic inefficiency. This makes the 
Soviet Union and its satellites very interested in economic cooperationwith us. The 
examples are obvious, The 1 billion credit to the GDR and the opening up of Soviet for- 
eign currency resources for the gas pipeline deal -- to mention just two exammles -- have 
shown the Soviet Union that we are ready to cooperate with it and the other socialist 
countries and that we can be valuable partners for them, In this aspect, I have had no 
difficulty at all in agreeing to the DM 1 billion credit to the CDR. In the context of 
our overall policy, it was absolutely correct. [shouts] 


However, the other prerequisite for the preservation of peace in Europe and freedom in 
the FRO is dangerously missing at present, Meanwhile, NATO's inferiority in Europe is 
s0 great that it is bound to lead an offensive power like the Soviet Union into tempta- 
tion, It is the .ask of the West to restore at least an approximate balance at the low- 
est possible level of armaments. 

In this respect, we Germans have to contribute our share, nothing more. We are not 
alone, The government statement delivered by Helmut Kohl today in its basic attitude 
and goals fully agrees with the great speeches that France's president, 4 socialist, and 
the U.S, President, a Republican, addressed from this rostrum to the Bundestag and the 
German people on 20 January 1983 and 9 June 1983, respectively. for us, this harmony 
and solidarity within the Western alliance is a satisfaction as well as an encouragement. 


We regret that the German Social Democrats have left this solidarity of the democratic 
“est. It does not serve peace, which certainly is not threatened by the West. It also 
does not serve German interests, which cannot be brought to bear in isolation, but only 
in the alliance, [applause] Ladies and gentlemen of the SPD, your decision is a set- 
ba-k behind Godesberg, and you will need a second Godesberg to regain what you give up 
toda,. [applause] 


I want to address my final statements to the Soviet Union's leaders, We Germans [shouts, 
laughter, commotion] -- the Greens have given an example of political folklore today -- 
one last word to the Soviet leaders, We Germans threaten no one, we attack no one, We 
want peace, 


Peace that is based on nuclear deterrence is only makeshift for us. [shouts] We want 
peace based on trust, equilibrium, and a balance of interests. We desire the drastic 
reduction and, if possible, the abolition of all nuclear weapons, [commotion] This 
presupposes a balunce in the field of non-nuclear weapons, the so-called convent ional 
weapons. We therefore appeal to you to reduce your conventional predominance in Europe 
0 a8 to contribute to the drast fx reduction of nuclear weapons, 


Equally firmly as with nuclear weapons, we reject biological and chemical weapons, Wwe 
ire convinced that neither side is dependent on biological or chemical weapons for the 
purposes of deterrence, 
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My league, Ur Vogel, u have criticized the argument f the federal! ‘ r 
toda ™ear f the opinior f the peace movement. ¥Khat I ject te that ; ive 
ssed the idea of a peace movement in an undifferentiated sense whi ma é to misun- 
ler standing: f other people’s motivations. In all their elections following World War 
II, if pe le have professed domestic and foreign peace by rejecting radical! iyties 
mn dot ices, these people are a single peace Movement wit arguments nm tne r anf 
road ¢t peace. |applause 
If we ay it would be nice, [as heard] then I want to say that if we want t: se the 
idea of a peace movement, then in my view, the young policemen who at this point are 
ensuring the free decision of our Cerman parliament on this great subject a! be long 
to the peace movement. [applause] The peace movement I am speaking of includes the 
soldiers of our federal defense system who secure the freedom of election in this 
unter ind this peace movement also includes the soldiers of our allied democracies 
in Europe and the United States, they see to it that a free and passionate discussion on 
the right road to freedom can take place here in the FRC. [applause] 
One of the most dangerous forms of political discussion in a democracy is the attempt 
to exclude minorities, and no less dangerous is the attempt to exclude a majority from 
the desire for peace. 
ery esteemed ladies and gentlemen, I amvery much heartened -- and 1 want to express deep 
thanks in this respect -- that my colleague, Dr Vogel, has -- as clearly as we -- spoken 
for the unchanging responsibility of this freely-elected parliament for the decision on 
peace This brings us closer. However, in your place, Dr Vogel, and at this point I 
would once again thin about whether you are entitled to, following the 6 March Bundestag 
election results, reproach the Federal Government for the policy it is practicing on 
thi wstion as being rejected by the majority of our people. 
Was it not the case that on Thursday before the Bundestag election the chairman of the 
CcpoU, the chairman of the CSU, and I myself very clearly stated to millions of voters in 
the FRG that In the event no concrete results are achieved at the negotiations, we will 
fulfill the second part of the two-track decision -- the arms buildup. And the voters 
ive given us the mandate for this part of cur policy as well. No one should thus 
helileve he can torpedo the 6 March democratic majority decision with results of polls 
in whi we can neither condemn the method nor the way questions are asked. [applause] 
And in ur case, Dr Vogel, we would certainly not want to say that all the voters whe 
ted for um on 6 March are against this security policy, because in this television 
rogram mu have not yet reported on the decision you made last weekend. [applause] 
In this respect, you still owe millions of people a concrete answer to the question of 
whether it is outstanding because a concrete result on the arms buildup <-- ves or 
no -- is outstanding. It may be possible that numerous Soclal-Democratic voters voted 
for mu because they expected you to ultimately return to the security policy which you 
sromoted in the Federal Government. 
Ladies and gentlemen: I by no means wish to deny that among the voters of my part 
there were those who supported a different stand on this question. But if we do not 
want to question the legitimacy of this parliament on all questions, I must clearly 
tate: No one has the right to doubt a decision which is so clear, a decision on the 
question of yes or no t the security policy, n the question of ves or no tno both parte 
f the two-track decision, no one has the right to doubt a decision which is s« learl 
hased on this question. 
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loday we must decide whether thers« ave been developments since December 979 whi 
justif deviation from the decision of that time. Dear lleague, the NATO two-tracs 
Gecisior tates that we shouic examine things in the lighe f ecifi nezvotiati 
results -- I repeat, in the light of specific negotiation results. eve ee ince 
th ‘ 3 ive “yen tnat there has Deen tm uc? peciziri negotiation r sits. now- 
ever, developments have shown that the threat of viet intermediate-range ri le 3s 
not dimini ec, but increased. 
rour year -< s might al 1] it a western advance nmcession -- wa not mn impulse 
t recucé an a.ireacy existing threat, Dut that western restraine ver & ays was viewec 
svazement ¢t v7" smeac with the advance irmarent. He w Thiw ? for 
sint 3 further en uraging, and for that we cannot assume responsibility. 
J nave t Go today is not mare a decision about the two-tract decision 
1/9. That decision was made 4 years ago, and since that time that deci- 
nfiirmed time and again in the alliance as well as here in the Bundestag. 
to decide on today is whether or not we are loval to the alliance decision 
sivreacdy mace. And here, ladies and gentlemen, it would be self-deceptior 
leve that this was the decisive aspect. Let us leave the importance of 
iside for the moment. What is involved here is not our compliance with a 
thers have proposed to us, or possibly urged upon us. Ie is not a ques- 
meone in Washington a favor by consenting to the deplovment of Vestern 
Western Europe. The history of the two-track decision tells quite a dif- 
what happened is that it was the Europeans, and as their spokesman, the 
ellor, who firse drew attention to the danger of the Eastern advance 
t it was here that concern developed that this advance armament uld lead 
ling of West Europe; that the Europeans brought up the issue of Western 
nt for this reason. what happens t the two-trace decision i not a ques- 
e coiling America a favor, but it is a contribution by America to European 
lé and gentlemen. f applause] 
le to fully preserve this contribution toward European securit in any con- 
-- by this, I mean not only the deployment of nuclear intermediate-range 
r ourselves only if the Europeans are aleo ready t entribute their share 
ecurit f the Western alliance. And this includes, above all, that we 
«, that we here in the FRE, in living up to the responsibility which we 
fulfilling the commitements we have adopted, remain above ar jouhet. 
ide whether we are lova!l to these decision r whether we want ¢t enmvarr 
the end of whi there would be a serious loss of niidence, ultimate 
d thus the i of any security for us. Est eormed ecle and ventiemen, ir 
« deciteton to be made toda and tomorrow | s basil decision about the 
erman foreign and security policy. What we will decide upon toda and 
tuall the decision on where our Federal] Reoubhilic will t and hog 
the West as a reliable partner of as a country drifting away from th fe 
tern democracies. [applause] 
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And it is indeed a fact that our Western allies are faithful to this decisi [ he 
other two states which are also scheduled for deployment in the first phrase -- (res 
Britain and Italy -- have come out with great majorities in their Parliaments in favor 
of complying with the 1979 deployment decision because there is no concrete result 

of the negotiations, which is regretted both by them and by us. And Colleague Dresver 
has rightly pointed out that the majority in the Europear Parliament has also made suct 
a decision. Ladies and gentlemen, from the very beginning German foreign and securit 
policy has endeavored to guarantee the firm inclusion of our country in the communit 
of Nestern democracies, in the Luropean Community, in the Western alliance, and the 


credible linking of Europe's security interests with those of the United States. 


We would pay dearly for an uncoupling or for a development that could lead to an 
uncoupling by a weakening of the alliance and an undermining of our security. Ladies 
and gentlemen, if the FRC, if the German Bundestag would decide tomorrow against the 
deployment, against the NATO two-track decision, this alliance would no longer be 

what it was before, it would definitely no longer be a guarantor for peace and security 
here in Europe. [applause] That is the issue. [applause] We in particular cannot 
afford to take any risks regarding security policy, and we know that all endeavors 

for overcoming differences, for cooperation, and detente require our reliable grounding 
in the Western alliance. It is an illusion to assume that one could afford not to con- 
sent to decisions necessary for the alliance and nevertheless be successful in devel- 
oping cooperation with the East. There is no security free of charge. 


Ladies and gentlemen, what is at stake now is to confirm the basic elements of our 
policy, and that is a task which goes far beyond the importance of the two-track deci- 
sion. It is incontestable that among our allies in the West -- not only in the United 
States, but also among the French, English, and other Europeans -- one concern is 
constantly growing. 


Ladies and gentlemen, the concern over what is happening here is not, 4s in the past, 
concern over German militarism and, all the less so, concern that the stationing of 
American missiles here on German soil might increase the danger of war in Europe. 
The concern that is voiced is concern over a new kind of an unfathomable Cerman 
nationalism. It is this concern to which we must stand up in order to preserve 
stability in Europe. [applause] It is the concern that we Germans might In a daze 
set out on a retreat from the Western community, being captives of the dream that the 
solution of our national problems can best be achieved in neutralise. 


Ladies and gentlemen, it is this that our allies are concerned about because they know 
the importance of this country, of this FRC, for the common security of the West. 

(wing to its geographical location in the heart of Europe, our nation has had additional 
responsibility throughout history, and we cannot claim that we have always properly, 
lived up to this responsibility. On the contrary, we touched off severe shocks in 
furope. But the task we were facing was not easy, a8 every so often we were at 
variance with our neighbors. Today we are in agreement with our neighbors. We have 
linked our national question with the fate of Europe. If we again break loose of this 
responsibility, if we try to go it alone, a great deal of the stability In Europe t 


, 


which we all contributed together after World War II will be lost. /applause! 

















A dritting of our untry out of the Western alliance, not verbally at first, Sut 


solely through our mduct, would mean dangerous destabilization. This time it would 
not be the strength of Cermany that caused problems in Europe, this time it would b 


the weakness of the FRG that would (7increase) the danger for Europe. A wear FR 
outside the structures of the Western alliance would create a vacuum of forces around 
itself, it would become the subject of rivalry. This must not happen. That is wt “e 
regard the fulfillment of our responsibility in the alliance, which was not imposed up 
us, but which we wanted because we recognized it as correct, as our contribution ¢ 
peace in Europe. No question must be left unanswered, including the question of the 
internal approach of all responsible political forces to the Western alliance. 


| 


Dr Vogel, no one welcomes it more than the Federal Government that you, together with 
your parliamentary group, once again professed allegiance to the Western alliance today. 
The question is to what degree you can make this statement on behalf of your entire 
party and your entire parliamentary group. I recall debates in the German Bundestag in 
which your parliamentary group emphatically vowed allegiance to both components of the 
NATO twortrack decision, while outside Mr Lafontaine demanded that the counterarmament 
mot take place. Today, you followed Mr Lafontaine, but for him the rejection of the 
NATO two-track decision is not the end of the development of your security policy, but 
niv an intermediate station on the way to leaving NATO, on board the stepping-out -wagon 
he calls it. Ladies and gentlemen, pulling out of NATO is not a venture of member- 
ship of non-membership, pulling out of NATO means risking the security of Germany and 
turope. That is the xey question. And I am afraid that Mr LaFontaine is not a heral- 
lic figure without followers, in this regard, but that he, in «connection with his no t« 
the NATO two-track decision will find more and more supporters. It must be our joint 
interest that this does not happen because tomorrow as well, after the decision is made, 
after the decision is made to station the missiles, we must shape the security poll 

of the FRG on the basis of the NATO alliance. In shaping this policy, the SPPconst! 
tutes an indiepensable factor. Your party is too big, too important, and too strong 
for doubts ¢t irise; your party is needed in its entirety for strengthening our Vester: 
alliance. That is the difference between a traditional party like the SPD and the 
Greens, who are taking part in the German Bundestag debate. Thev, too, lay claim to the 
word peace. I ace ept the motives of every one of vou. In spite of this, you should 
reflect on whether you satisfy the claim to peace -- which you raise and which we do not 
deny -- in the manner of the exclamations with which you punctuated the federal chan- 
cellor’s speech. I have nothing against exclamations as such; it is their «pirit which 
matters. [applause] 


Ladies and gentlemen, when the implementation of the decisions of the Western alliance 
is at stake, what matters is that we recognize our responsibility. We are not impartial 
observers standing in opposition to both world powers in the contest for peace and the 
freedom of the Western democracies. He who believes this and wante« to maintain equal 
distance to both superpowers in word and deed is calling fundamental German interests 
in question. It is not by way of historical coincidence that we became members of the« 
Western alliance. This was an absolutely deliberate decision, a decision for peace and 
freedom. Yes, ladies and gentlemen, a decision for peace and freedom. We are not 
minvolved in the East-West conflict. We who believes *>=* we can live up t ur 
national Interests by being a spectator in this contes, ‘asily commit the mist are 
of believing that we can be the referee, 
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When we as* ourselves what development nas been lize since 14 December when the 


1979, 
Bundestag approved the yes-vote of the Federal Covernment, we must note that at that 
time the number of Soviet SS-20 sissiles was substantially lower than it is today. The 
Soviet Union nas increasec this number several times through a policy of permanent 
armament. The reasons that led to the NATO two-tracz decision at that time have not 
become less weighty; on the contrary, they have increased in weight with each $S-20 
sissile. 


Those who approved of the two-track decision then cannot say no today when the threat is 
greater. On the contrary, today we gust note that the decision of that time was the 
correct as well as the required answer which we cannot doubt today. We also are not 
allowed to forget that there have been developments that were marzed through the use of 
force -- for instance, Afghanistan. And yet we in the West have done all we can to 
bring about the success of the Geneva negotiations. We have considered it as a common 
achievement to persuade -- through the steadfastness of a1] sides in the German 
Bundestag -- the Soviet Union of tne need to begin negotiations, and this only a few 
months after Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyzo stated here in Bonn: There will be no 
negot lations. 


Ladies and gentlemen, what is at stake now is to draw the conclusions from the failure 
of the concrete negotiation results so desired by us. The timespan since the 

two-track decision has been used by the West to make concrete proposals which are in 
keeping with elementary interests, especially those of our country. It was by no 

means an {llusionary requirement when -- as the first one, and this upon Germany's 
desire -- the United States proposed the dual zero option: the Soviet Union's renunci- 
stion of its arms bulld-up In exchange for the West’s renunciation of its arms build-up. 


Can there actually be « better result, or, rather, could there actually be «a better 
result, especially for our divided nation, than the complete renunciation oi ~edium-range 
missiles by both sides”? [applause] 


Our Federal Republic of Germany belongs to those countries which have renounced their 

mn nuclear weapons. This renunciation gives our people the right to demand that they 
not be threatened with nuclear weapons; this is our right and we must make use of it, 

ladies and gentlemen. [applause] 


When we decided to renounce our own nuclear weapons, we linked it to the expectation 
that our territory would not be threatened by the nuclear weapons of all the other 
nuclear powers. Today we still have the same claim and this claim seans that we unal- 
terahbivy view the renunciation of all Soviet land-based missiles not only as the best 
solution for our people, for West Europe, and for all European countries, but we also 
view it as the logical consequence under the nuclear nonproliferation treaty. 


Thus, at that time we were undeniably also granted the right to defend ourselves in the 

event of a cuclear threat by another nuclear power with the help of a friendly and 
allied nuclear power. This is the consequence that follows from the second part of 

the SATO two-track decision, namely the right -- and in case of a refusal by the other 
side -~- and the duty to counterarmament. We will continue with this policy, which is 
naracterized by a desire for negotiations and by the determination to do all we can tc 


achieve if security. 
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Alter it wa lear that the Soviet Union vas not prepared to renounce its arms build-up, 
he FRG, on our own accord, proposed that an interim result be discussed, because 
>: It is better to take one step back with the Soviet arms build-up and thus 
back somewhat on the Western counterarmament instead of leaving things as they are. 

The proposal for an interim result was a proposal made by this Federal Government. 


This is the answer to your question, my colleague, Dr Vogel, in connection with the con- 
tribution by the federal chancellor and the Federal Government to the development of the 
Western position on the segotiations. 


Granted, we have not turned the intensive discussions with the allies and with the 
United States into a public debate, but on the contrary, into a discussion based on 
trust. What we had in mind was to achieve the objective of the Western position and 
mot -- in the exercise of self-assertion -- to artificially bring about differences with 
the Americans. 





In the course of this debate we have also contributed to the fact that the proposal was 
substantially discussed in detail, that it was pointed out that the West is also ready 
recognize the security interests of the East, and that, in global upper limits on 

th sides, we do not want to achieve the total counterarmament requirement in West 


; iv pe ° 


— 


This, by the wav, is an element which was contained in the “walk-in-the-woods”™ talk but 
which is not being mentioned publicly at the moment. However, it is true. And when 
loubts arose as to whether the West would be prepared to deploy fewer Pershing-II 
missiles within the framework of a reduced counterarmament as a response to a reduced 
‘fasteron] armament, or whether the Western arms reduction would take place only in the 

me of crulse missiles, it has been clarified at the negotiating table; namely, that 
ertaioly a balanced reduction of both systems -- the Pershing-II and cruise missiles -- 
would be carried out. In this case, there has been an increasingly differentiated and 
specific description of the Western position. 


Ladies and gentlemen, one thing was clear from the very beginning: This was not an 
invention of the present Federal Government; it was decided upon in the previous govern- 
ment and adopted in the two-track decision. The NATO two-track decision states: Equal 


ellings on both sides, globally speaking. It is the rejection of a one-sided monopoly 
for Sovlet ground-based intermediate-range missiles. This must be very clearly under- 
tood We will not accept a Soviet monopoly of ground-based intermediate-range missiles 


lire ted against Western Euveope or other parts of the world. 


Ladies and gentlemen, such a monopoly would lead to the use of threats as a political 
mans whenever necessary. No one would accuse the Soviet leadership in this connection 
f wishing to fire ite missiles against a peaceful Western Europe. However, the 
exiatence of those weapons and the possibility of using them as means of threat would 
urtall West Europe's political decision-making ability and would separate it from the 
, which would mark the beginning of a path of political suppression of 
Western Furope, and that is a path along which we should not proceed. [applause and 


*,A ©C¢ «tae 
, is 


lentified speaker interrupts: Mr Federal Minister do you permit an interpeliation 
right mow? (Several words indistinct, Genscher cont inues] 
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Therefore, ladies and gentlemen, it is very necessary that we adhere to the decision 
which was accepted on 14 December 1979 and approved by all factions of the Bundestag. 
Dr Vorel, your late demand that the French and British weapons systems be included 
in the negotiations or be taken into consideration cannot change anvthing in this 
respect. The question as to whether these systems should be considered or not is not 
a question that has been raised recently. We examined it during the preparations for 
the NATO two-track decision and we justifiably rejected its inclusion. As early as 
1980, during the Moscow talks, the Soviet leadership expressed the opinion that it 
considered the French and British systems as strategic weapons systems and that it 
did not consider their inclusion in intermediate-range missile negotiations to be 
correct. No one in France or Britain thinks that there could be no negotiations at 
which these systems would be taken into consideration. During the most recent UN 
General Assembly session, the French president and the British foreign secretary 
both clearly explained that under certain circumstances thev would be ready to 
submit their systems to international negotiations, 


That is the way. In addition to the existing problems in East-West relations, we 
should not introduce a deep split between our country and these two very important 
European allies by changing the Cerman attitude on the French and British weapons 
systems. [applause] 


Ladies and gentlemen, it is very important that on this question as well «« do not 
increase the problems of our friends by implying that we Cermans might try to avoid 
our duties and responsibilities. As a matter of fact, as regards their deplovment 
and purpose, these systems are by no means intended or likely to guarantee the 
security of the FRC or of other nonnuclear Western states in Europe. We should ask 
whether they are sufficient even to euarantee the security of the two countries that 
possess them. Actually, these two countries belong to the NATO alliance. Let us not 
threaten through this demand, through this newly raised demand, the stability of our 
policy and the trust in this stability within the European alliance, 


Dr Vogel, vou have accused the chancellor of a careless approach when you asked him 
in your speech how he could have known that the Soviet Union was prepared to renounce 
the inclusion of the French and British systems. The fact is that on Sunday, 

13 November, the Soviet negotiator submitted a proposal for discussion ‘n which the 
renunciation of including the French and British systems was mentioned. This 
renunciation, however, also implied a permanent monopoly for the Soviet side, and 
therefore this proposal was not acceptable to us. Ladies and gentlemen, there has 
been a permanent change in the Soviet attitude following this, exoressed through 

the Soviet ambassador and through public statements, I do not want to express myself 
now, ladies and gentlemen, as to the motives behind the changed Soviet stand on 

this question. 


I do not want to address myself to the question of whether they Involve deliberate 
misinformation or whether there are also differences of views in the Soviet 
leadership. Only the chancellor had the right to make the declarations that he made 
on that subject on the basis of information given to us by the American side nepgo- 
tiating there. We could also disseminate this information in detail but, ladies 

and gentlemen, I ask myself whether that brings any success. We want the negotiations 
to be continued; we also want the two sides to be able to continue their negotiations 
trustfully. But I reject the attempt to insinuate here that the government has worked 
with incorrect information about the contents of the Soviet considerations presented 
on 13 November In Geneva. 
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Ladies and gentlemen, the question now is how we are to continue the path of the FRC, 
the Western alliance’ “Many of our citizens in the country and throughout the world are 
confronted with this question, the question of how these negotiations are to be contin- 
ued. For 4 years since NATO's twoetrack decision, we the FRC, we the Western states, 
have declared our readiness, and have even proved our readiness te continue the negotia- 
tions despite the Soviets’ increased armaments lead. 





This attitude allows us to clain, allows the governments of these countries, our peoples, 
all veoples of Furope to also expect the Soviet Union to be prepared to continue the 
negotiations and reach a result. 


And, ladies and gentlemen, such negotiations at the place being discussed now or at 
another negotiating table are in the Interests of the Soviet Union and its allies, just 
as they are in our Interests. We will not leave the negotiating table; we will z20 to 
any negottlating table anywhere; we will do everything and work with all our strength 
to achieve a concrete negotiation result during the years of the deployment prores« 
just as we are doing now at the beginning. The declaration of the Western alliance 
states that any single American intermediate-range sissile that is now being deploved 
un be dismantled again as a result of later negotiations. “othing i« Irrevocable 
And we will do everything to ensure that the negotiations achieve such a result. 


Ladies and gentleren, we will achieve that end when we implement our policy in all parts, 
both In Implementing NATO's two-track decision and other elements of our peace policy. 
And these other elements of the peace policy go beyond the NATO two-track decision, but 
they are unimaginable without this part of our foreign and security policy. 


Today my colleague Vogel also referred to the question of the strategy of the Western 
alliance, the question of the usefulness, the steadfastness, and the prospects of the 
Western deterrence strategy. When we talk about deterrence, we must ask: deter, deter 
from what! Deterrence from war, ladies and gentlemen, to make war in Furope unwageable, 
to prevent war. This strategy is the strategy of prevention. Therefore, we say ves to 
it. He who wants to win peace on a long-term basis, something that is much more than 
nichtkrieg, must first of all prevent war under all circumstances by his policy. And 

we know, ladies and gentlemen, that here is this Europe that is intensively armed and dense- 
lv populated, the main thing is to prevent any form of war. Our war prevention strategy 
has so far prevented and will prevent nuclear var, {ust as it has conventional war. 

Vhen we talk about renunciation of force, that means renunciation of any form of force, 
of nuclear and conventional war. 


“y colleague Dregger has referred to the experience of a generation that has seen the 
horrore of Warld War I'l. We. ladies and gentlemen, must never forget: A conventional war 
in Furope, without the use of nuclear arms, would also be a thousand times more horrible 
than World War II, which we all remember so bitterly. Therefore, we must do everything 

to orevent anv form of war, to avoid it. That is our strategy. We know that the strategy 
of deterrence cannot be the final anewer to thequestion of a permanent peace throughout 
furope: but it will have to be eo until we have created the basic political conditions 

by which non-war bv deterrence is replaced by a hoped for veace that is based on trust. 
That is the goal of our peace policy. That is a goal tharwe must fulf{ill, and not only 
at the negotiations on trtermedtiate-range missiles, as it {6 alee dangerous to reduce 


the question of securing peaceful East-West relations to this one question. 











Ie is a goal that we must tulf ill at the Ceneva di<armament nezotiations, in the 
commission, at the negotiations on troop reductions in central Europe. It is a goal 
that we must fulfill at the European disarmament conference that begins in laquar 
next year, which in the first phase will be primarily concerned with creating 


cont iden ©, * onfidence throughout Furope, from the Atlantic to the Ural! 5, a™ 4 eed ing 
from this nfidence-building it will work to achieve a conventional balance In a)! . 
Furope. 


Ladies and zentlemen, we want to achieve a conventional balance in furope through dis- 
armament, and that means that the Soviet Union must be prepared to reduce its 

convent ional superiority is well. Together with our sllies, we will consistently follow 
this path of a reasonable and realistic peace policy. Through cooperation, perati 

im all fields, cooperation with the Soviet Union and its allies, cooperation with the 
COR, and through participation in International conferences, we will do everything ¢t 
ensure the creation of the basic political conditions necessary «so that bem mm ty 
created in Europe, a hope that can be termed hepe of peace, and that is worthy of the 
term hope of peace. And here we must realize that In our situation, In the heart of 
Europe, we have a special responsibility to fulfill. We fulfill this responsibility 
through the calculability of our foreign policy; through the preservation of our policy's 
agreement with the com epts and aims of the peace pol i« y of +1l our neighbors and allies 
in the West worked out together; and through the sincere will to travel together with the 
states of the East, with the peoples of the East, on that path that creates this peace 
order through an increasing reduction of tension, through increasing confidence and 
disarmament. Therefore, we know and will ask ourselves anew with each decision what the 
effects of that decision will be on intra-German relations. Therefore, we have ziven to 
much attention and importance to this task, the shaping of intra-German relations. 


Mr Vogel, today vou have rightly mentioned an address at the [Luther Anniver«ar 
celebration in Worms that impressed me very muc h. Too. 1 think that we should he 
careful in the decision we are facing to not to make use of our fellow citizens in the 
COR for the arguments of one or the other side. For, unlive us, they have not been 
abletotreely express what they think about this question. Our task is something elee. 
Our task is, a8 4 government, as free men, as people in a state that represents on! 
part of its own people, to do everything so that the interests of the others of our 
people are aleo preserved, ond as Furopeans so that the interests of the other Furopeans 
are preserved. As we understand it, this responsibility means that we are preserving 
peace for all of us in West and Fast, and it also means the knowledge that we do not 
safeguard the peace of others by cisking our own freedom. 


Creens Spokesman's Statement 
LD211602 Hamburg DPA in Cerman 1326 CMT 21 Nov 83 


[Text] Bonn, 21 Nov CDPA) <-- Otto Schily, group «pokesman for the Creens, said that the 
Federal Government's consent to deploy U.S. medium-range miasiles was an act of 


submission “t the increasingly aggressive military strategv” of the U.S. Covernment. 
A “capitulation of reason and a fiasco for peace in Furope™” is now occuring. 
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If the Federal Goverment now uses Its power to clear the way for the missiles In the 
Federal Yenublic, then it is ignoring not only the will of the majority of Cermans In 
the two Cerman states, but Is also brushing aside the Constitution and Internst ional 
law. Europe would move “to the brink of the abyss.” Schily asked what the cilitary 


“ATO alliance Is worth to the Federal Republic if this alliance is prepared “t 
sacrifice the existence of our people which it clains to protect.” 


Schily eccused COU group Spokesman Dregger of earlier emphasizing that the Federal! 
Republi anmnot be satisfied with an alliance strategy that allows for its total! 
destruction ian case of a defensive war or in the event of conventional of nuclear 
warfare. Referring to quotes from U.S. military strategists and politicians, Schily 
said that the strategy currently being pursued accepts the limited destruction of 
Europe in a third world war. The decision to be of not to be of the German and 
Furopean peoples is In the hands of U.S. President Reagan, who handles this “mad idea” 
as if it were the apocalyptic final struggle between good and evil. 





The policy of deterrence approved by the Federal Covernment conjures up the possibility 
f global destruction through a “nuclear holocaust.” The threat to mankind has 
neamvwhile “reached the magnitude of 1 aillion Hiroshimnas.” 


At the start of his speech, Schily apologized for remarés made during an earlier 
hundestag debate that referred to the parliamentary secretary of state at the Interior 
Ministry, Carl-Dieter Spranger, as a CIA agent on account of his trip to Crenada. 
Schilv sald this was an example for “a unilateral verbal disarmament step.” The 
speaker for the Greens continued: Perhaps we can discuss what to call Herr Spranger’s 
visit to Crenada at the tovitation of the CIA. 


CSU's Waigel 
LOJ11452 Marburg DPA In German 1406 GYT 21 Ywv 43 


[fecerot Ronn, 21 “ov (DPA) -- “The zero option is and remains our goal, but this 
means zero on both sides,’ the chairman of the CS™ regional grouw., Theo Vaigel, sald, 
stressing the defensive nature of NATO's counterarming. The worldwide parity between 
the two power blocs has been seriously upset in Europe, with NATO being outnumbered In 
nearly all spheres by the Warsaw Pact, particularly with regard to conventional weapons 
and shorter-range missiles. 


The Soviets are attempting to uncouple Europe from U.S. quclear protection. “This 
uncoupling would be the end of a credible defense.” the CSU deputy said. “for the 
sake of peace and our freedos, we cannot live with this threat.” Wit thefr $S-20's«, 
the Soviets have eWeated the possibility for themselves of unleashing a nuclear first 


strike againet “urepe. As much as 7 years ago, they had begun to deploy these missiles, 
although ob‘ / Speaking, there was no reason for this. The 35-20 missiles are 
weapons for “This, and not just the numerical comparison, ie the real 


political cha..er we are facing.” 


daige! described the 85-20 as the “obvious expression of the collapse of the policy of 
fetente of the 70°s.” The speaker accused the SPD of having remained prisoner of its 
detente illusion. “Tt is no longer in a position to rethink its position.” 
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" manite tot it sei ¢ ir the mfest,. ir t hve | , oy oe? te 4 ° - 
me” fellow citize mt be underat da »b stinul s we f 
le | ' great and o itive moral force ; | auee md here we 4 
er that t'w itizens frightened by the horror of ruclear } must © 
yer be able ft mnderstand why nerotiati ractical 4 rst t : 
r rar end. hiewe ire word that | rove nds ear } ? 
‘ within the framewors of a long speech: | mnmet alter ? 
| told ma Apet ican audiences many t ime what great Surde ‘ 
tabvet mn themaeeives in the epirice f oreserving peace, re f 
tate ‘ - ’ = the Te the or ive in territory. Merwe eT, ‘ 
‘ ‘ ive in Oregon, whereas more than 9) alili jive in thw 
we we here 90,99 of our own soldiers, American Arr om Al? ts, 
it, @ Britian nit, a Netherlands Army Corps, Belgian troops, Ca 
; ? ler fore ig? mmanders ind ) fore] wIeoOvr em mF a 
ree, © have “pulieory militar ervice -- whi we ; t 
- ‘i i? ; ti » we ave 9,009 rns Cart wear 4 j ‘ 4 
hy ’ j Tr TNS « | vided, he | ierve -“- ind 4 pari ’ : ° 
o thet # bys ‘ +, 09 WEAPONS 5] ' 7 * hve —— ? ime 4 . ‘ 7 ‘ 
ear jeslies, ‘iw me —orfe fuclear wear ife f he edd ‘ 
viet tr regon, nor anywhere lee in © he eater ' is ‘ 














Ihey do not wan? any additional Soviet Weapons. [app] 1uSe } Ihis al 46 for ¢ 


Hungarians where I was recently, gathering an impression of my own, and it 41: ,0¢ ror 
Bulyvaria. 


The more the two world powers adopt an attitude of confrontation, the more the people 
in the eastern and western parts of central Europe move closer together, and the more 
the Germans in both parts of the fatherland are moving closer together. However, 
$0 much armament and excessive armament and counterarmament and counter-count erarmament, 
which threatens peace. Hitler was clearly weaker than the Soviet Union in terms 
arms ond numerical strength when he broke the treaty with Stalin and attacred the 
Sovier Union. Less armament does not necessarily increase the chance of peace. How- 
ever, only by a policy of mutually seeking to understand the other side, 4a policy °° 
actual mutual understanding, of partnership, partnership for safeguarding peace -- 
yes, only thereby can the chance for peace be increased and war avoided. This als 





imc ludes that we do not endanger, let alone destroy, the confidence within ft he ear. 
Even within the West we must not wage any religious wars against one another. I, for 
nme, cannot accept anywhere an idealistic morality which disparages people wit i 
different opinion, a well-founded different opinion, as morally second-class, or 

when even struggles against them. [applause] 





l know that Ideals, absolute aims, absolute ideals are a Cerman tradition. However, 
in idealistic will for peace alone is not a formula for peace; it alone is nor a 
for peace, but the passion for peace must be linked with political reason. It must h« 


linked with the will to achieve a compromise. [applause] T know that compronise: In 
never, almost never, be reconciled with idealistic goals. Our youth must nor he seduced 
into dividing the people in the world into friends and enemies. It is bad enough if 

ther states in the world, big states In the world, divide people into whit: ind blacks, 


friends and enemies. We must not take any part in this. [applause] 


there has been much talk today about resistance. The word resistance in Germany is 
linked to the risking of one's life, to oppose Hitler or to liquidate him. Resistance 
against che decision which is being discussed in the Bundestag today should not be men- 
tioned in this context. [applause] Even in referring to Article 20, Paragraph 4 of 

our Constitution, we can by no means talk about a right of resistance, blockade, or 
siege of the Bundestag. As a matter of fact, the Bundestag must exercise its right 

and duties as established by the Constitution without any obstacles. [applause] Tr 
addition, the decision adopted by the CDU/CSU and the FDP, of whose argumentation the 
majority of us disapprove, does not affect the order established by the Constitution, 


ir by democracy as such, or independent jurisdiction, or the Kassel Constitutional 


; 


Court. Another majority established by constitutional means can by al! means adopt 


ther decisions later on without affecting the prerogatives and competence of the 
Constitutional Court. We older people are obliged to tell the younger es that cemo- 
ratic matority decisions can, of course, be incorrect. However, we are als dliged 


t tell the young people that. democratic movements as well can make mistares. we would 
111 be wrong if we failed to understand that the danger of war, about which there is 


talk, if it really exists, emanates from the present bareby restrained rivalry betweer 
tw soc ial and state systems. It stems irom aggressive «seeches and gestures t 
ides. lapplause|] We should not forget and be afraid to state that not onl in M We 
but also in Washingtcn. certain evil speeches have been delivered in recent years and 
evil threats voiced. I fully understand the basic reasons for fear, for verbal nfron- 
tation between East and West seems to signal not only readiness for nflict, but ever 
readiness for war. As a matter of fact, however, this readiness for war does t reail 


exist on either side, neither on the Western side nor in the East. 
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Actually, we Luropeans have so far been spared by this balance of nuclear horr r, so that 
we have not «en [nvolved in any of the -—umerous wars which have mt several million 


jives since 1945. As one of the basi reasons for fear, 1 understand the zgrowi@ loss of 


national identity suseG by the division of our nation, and in the second place, one of 
the Dasic reasons is the existence of the desire not to repeat the errors of if grand- 
fathers, who were not able ¢t stop *sorid war I, and the errors of our fathers, who did 

mot succeed in preventing sorid war Il. In spite of all this, the speakers of the Green 


’ 

, 
Party and of the peace movement must force themselves to be rational. Our European 
neighbors, both in the East and west, should not be forced to once again regard the 


'_.*?rTmans 1% wire, iasvie 24 mprecictar lé ‘ “0 a4ause then tte real danger wi ] 4 hegin f r us. 


[applause |) ne Should not, even subconsciously, mace ourselves dependent on Soviet 
eishes. Because no American peace activists have been exiled to a certain town far fror 
the capita. in their own smitry or thrown into prison, these are #ussian people in their 
wg tatheriand and |! ther Eastern Furopean fatherlands, because thev deviate from the 
ypir jones ,f the Soviet leaderashio. ‘+ ia the Fast that has hanned ‘reed 7~ ‘ jemon- 


“ to the negotiations for the reduction of armaments with the Soviet Union, I have the 
same opin! is my friend _nam indistinct), who stated that just as a trade unionist in 
wegotiating on wages should not show his cards, neither should the West show its cards 


in its ne go®ilation with the Zast. 


In the summer of 1940, I visited Moscow and faced the entire Politburo. I unmistakably 
told them (’without fear), that if there are no results to the negotiations and if agree- 

ments are not achieved, then following the deployment of the Soviet S$5-20 missiles ir 
stern Europe, American missiles inevitably would be deployed in Western Europe, and 


Il have not changed my opinion. “yy 


orimary re for deployment today is the fact that the FRG must xeep its word despite 
11] disappointments. we must seep our promise to our allies, as well as to the Soviet 
nion. In the second place, the balance of political power would be permanentliv and con- 
siderab| fiurupted if the Soviet Union one-sidedly implemented a totally unprovoked arms 
bulldup. In such ise, a deep political crisis in our aillance would be inevitable. I! 
have never imputed to the peoples of the viet Union and the Soviet leadership any 
intentions to launch 4 Wafe I do not do so today, certainly not. 


But I have repeatediv declared that from their nearly 250 new Iintermediate-range missiles 


trained on Western Europe -- each with 3 warheads -- and from the other over 100 that are 


trained Asian states, there emanates 4 serious psychological-political threat to the 
lecialon-making freedom of more than 590 non-nuclear states In the world, states that have 
t live under the loud of this threate i have always told my Soviet interilocutors that 
there ivenot always been only yol-neaded chess players at the head of the Soviet Union; 


there wos aleo ¥rushchev, for instance, who threatened Engiand and France with the 
siesiles he had at the time. Something like that might occur again at some future time; 
for example, in the event of crises within the sarsaw Pact, crises in the eastern Medi- 
terranean, rises in the “Middie Last, rises -- | say it in a very iow volce because 

do not want ¢t bring on anything -- around Berlin, or crises within the best. 


| have never doubted the will for peace of the Soviet Union s political leadership, but 

either have | ever forgotter r overioowed the Brezhnev doctrine. The two-trace 
lecial is based on Chew ™ amon sense aimed at safeguarding peace on which the 
entire yerall two-track strategy that has been valid tor the entire western alilance 
si e the end ; ‘, ; 

















this two-track philosophy of the overall strategy, this two-track philosophy 

provided for -- to sum it up -- first, the adequate political solidarity 

ind military strength of the West to deter any attack and political extortion, 

ind if necessary for the joint defense of the territories of the alliance partners; 

ind second, for endeavors to make progress toward detente and lasting peace in Europe. 
I have quoted all the kev terms of the NATO Council decision adopted at that time. 

his, by the way, was the hour of birth when this was raised to the rank of overall! 
‘trategy through a common decision by all allfance partners. The two-track decision adopted 
l2 years later -- you can look this up-- expressly referred to this two-track philosophy. 
And, Mr Chancellor, the time is coming for the current Federal Government to again remind al! 
the partners in the alliance of this overall strategy at the NATO Council session 
early next month, and to again commit them to this strategy. 


idmit that IT, too, have had some remaining doubts not only because there 
ive been changes in the leadership of the world powers, and more changes are to come, 
ilso because it may obviously happen that in the exuberance of domestic 
itical ntroversies, politicians might lose their rational judgement about their 
sction even {if thev do not want to. Thus it was irrational that, after the downing 
the Forean airliner with 250 casualties, the Soviet leaders first tried to deny 
the downing, then when this was no longer possible, the military leadership nublicly 
leclared {t as having been justified, and then when it could no longer be avoided, 
wees later the political leadership, which had not fownd any words ‘or all that time, 


ileo declared it as having been justified. 





{ about the current state of the negotiations in Geneva, The nervous, contra- 
lictory, sensationalist stories about the latest moves from Geneva, or Moscow, or 
jashington were probably largely aimed at the various party congresses held last 
weekend and at the current Bundestag meeting. At times it seemed to me -- but I an not 
ure -- a6 If even the Federal Government had momentarily fallen for it. It remains a 
fact that the Soviet side no longer insists on having 243 Euronvean $§-20 missiles with 
i} warheads each, but it stfll does insist on having at least 120-140 of these 


weapons, while at the same time continuing to demand that the United States remain with 
zero misstles and zero cruise missiles in Europe. 


the other hand, the Americans no longer demand that the Soviets go down to zero as 
far as thelr S$S5-20 missiles are concerned; clearly they are willing to concede them 
146 them -- here I am not sure; I can get my information only from press reports, 
whether that goes for Europe only, or for Europe and Asia together -- so, the 
\mericans no longer ask the Soviets to go down to zero but grant them 140. However, 
the Americans demand 140 intermediate-range missiles for themselves as well. 


ther words, both sides have essentially moved away from their maximum starting 


itions, but neither side has moved enough: they have not come together yet. Inciden- 
tally, part two of today’s draft resolution of the CDU/CSU and FDP is to be rejected 
for this reason alone, because {t is claimed there that the United States and its 
illies had made the greatest efforts in Geneva. Neither of the two sides has made the 


‘reatest efforts vet. [applause! 


identally, I als reject your resolution Mr Dregger and Mr Mischnik, 
ecause it lacks any unmistakable refutation of the opinion voiced by the CSU chairman, 
i rding to which the negotiation part of the NATO two-track decision has been flawed 


Trom tre very beginning. 
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[Stormy applause] If we interpret this resolution in the manner in which our colleague 


@Waigel has done just now, namely, that the two-track decision has been an admiasion cf 
the failure of detente, then I must regret that our colleague Mischnick has approved 
this. [applause] 


There have been no specific negotiation results so far -- I quote verbatim. As a matter 
of fact, last summer there was an amazingly specific result of probing [Sondierung]. I! 

am talking about the famous walk In the woods. According to this, the Soviet Union would 
have preserved only 75 SS-20 missiles, while the West would have renoinced Pershing 
missiles altogether, but would have been able to deploy 75 cruise missiles. 80th world 
powers have retected this probing solution of their two chief negotiators. In ny 
opinion, after the tremendous and incredibly expensive Soviet SS-20 arms build-up, this 
was the second grave mistake committed by the Soviet Union. If what the USSR had assert- 
ed was correct -- that the American Pershing represents a special threat -- the Soviet 
Union should have accepted this formula. The reduction of its own missiles to 75 would 
have been more than the USSR possessed in May 1978, when Soviet General Secretary 
Brezhnev was here in Bonn on a visit and told me that in his opinion, there actually 
existed an approximate balance of forces. I contradicted him at that time, and we did 
not put anything in writing together. We said that an approximate balance should be 
sought after. The walk in the woods, however, conceded a two-fold number for the Soviets, 
twice as many SS-20 missiles as Brezhnev had possessed in Mav 1978. 


Now, the Americans have also committed a considerable mistake in rejecting the result of 
this probing. Both Western powers must be aware in the future that results can be achiev- 
ed only through compromise. The United States has committed a second mistake in addition 
to this. In my opinion, it is a very grave mistake because it affects relations within 
uur own alliance. The United States falled to inform its allies and the deployment coun- 
tries about the probing results and about the rejection of them in the summer of 1982, 
ind also falled to consult its allies and the deployment countries before rejecting then. 
In the last 10 weeks of mv office, at least before I handed over the government to 
Chancellor Kohl, I did not know anvthing about all this. I do not want to go into 
blaming the world powers, of essential form at this point to reproach the 
Federal Government for one thing. You, Mr Chancellor, have been informed very late 
about the walk in the woods and about its rejection by both world powers, but I think 

u should have reacted energetically and effectively, although carefully, of course. 
fapplause! For that formula was in the German interests, it served the balance of powers, 
it did not leave the FRG in tsolation as regards the Soviet threat. ‘You have not made 
inv urgent -- at least no visible and audible -- efforts: you have net paid anv working 
visits to Washington first, and then to Moscow: you did not prompt any decisions at the 
Bundestag, or of the majority, no convening of the Cabinet and no involvement of the 
Furopean allies. Your diplomatic activities should have proceeded at high speed. 
| pp! juse | 


Conetderation for our chief allv <= the United States -- should not have restrained vou. 
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This complex is something I can well understand after th. elwvabl« ‘fering exnere- 
fenced * the peoples of Fussia in rid wy II, but it ji md remal irrati bi. re 
Soviet nior "s striving for absolute se urity in the wor! rinst : ‘ ; the worl 
and all others together, leads to more and more insecurit for all the thers. ror 
1969 to 1982 I had a great number of talks with “r Brezhrn , “re Kosvgin, “Mr Tiki : 
“re Cromvro, and “r Ustinov, and I know that the Russians understand rational! mterar- 
guments. After all, most of them are actually « hessplavers, mut if Adenauer vas right, 
that they primarily want to tempt Germany -- allure Germany, as he said -- then {ft { 
particularly important to make it «learto these chessplavers how much we are ready for 
cooperation and detente, but to also let them know that we mnot make iy ss rity de- 
pendent on ther, lapplause | 
“re Chancellor, at the time of Chancellor Brandt as well as In e time. we ermans were 
the most important partners in “Moscow for talks in Europe, Today we are only the sost 
import mt target tor psych logical and pe | itical pressure, lapp lause You must endea- 
vor to regain ground, You must try to restore the two-track air * tte verall strategy 
a la Harcme!. And I draw attention -- with approval -- to the most recent activities 
ot the Federa! rvvernment in this field, the « mer | eer ration with the let Union, 
with the CDP, | sald with approval. I would not do ¢t such heckling of vou sight ree 
sind mm t as* what it actually was which «-. {if I thins T Ole recdit to the COR ee} has 
turned thre mfrontative Saul into a wperative Paul, |app! ause 
I assume it we iust in the nic f time that someone adiusted himself ¢t the real world 
rather than t im imeginar ne. 1 am for « nomi pe rati 7 / urse,. with the 
DR and the ther states of tast and central lLurope as well. | am gpotng a step further 
md air a thought which ha siways been predominant in mind: lt is even fecesear’ 
to creat « nom] interdependenctes, lapplause« 
In addition to this peration for economic progress on bot sides, there is peration 
for disarmament and detente, Reduction , armament ‘ t iminieh the ‘irect danger 
* war. i a ivin t ms 4 warn! ; But it m estabii ew, initia fidence, 
Part TT the toga trater the est is the militar trate; ar ible response 
fPnglish terre used -~ is in need of new definition, © must get awa from increasing! 
big nuclear-powered missiles; we need, instead, better nvent i , nonuclear defenses, 
| spoke about this in great detail this weekend, and mm referris to these statements, 
[| want ¢ rene at I me thing, ne ‘ the most ir rtant ri | , i future military 
strategy. will be thatathird, an ther party, ar addresse« f one’s own silitar strateryv,. 
will mot be avinced regarding the Implementation of this stratezy if one’s own public 
pinion is not persuaded first. ILcall thisthe principle of acceptance of the military strat- 
ezy. which will become necessary in the future. | app laus« 
Im the mire oy Oly PAN s the lecision about the firet ‘ -C4 ‘ t tical fue 
ear weapor im” «a ertairt twat i must be delegat« t ther Ge ‘ 
rnow that this make rece if yiganti hangves if 1. Ie f mcereta yl 
that this a! t be achieved ? ~' ans | 42 simpie pariiament of cise) . e fF t ime 
ertant thing, in « inion, is that the alliance reverts to the principles jlta- 
tion, to the rinciple that government juct sltati with « t r befor 
marl leciet which tt ’ ire sw ed t : rt after ’ 
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This applies to the Europeans just as to the Canadians. Dr Vogel rightly said that the 
economic policy of the allied states needs consultation just as urgently. Such consul- 
tations are envisaged in the Atlantic Pact treaty, and they are becoming a1! the more 
important as the structural economic crisis of the whole world assumes a strategi« 
quaiity. 


Unemployment in Europe is increasing. Unemployment in all countries of the world Is 
increasing with the exception of the United States. Hunger in the developing countries 
is increasing, and economic destabilization in many places is leading to social desta- 
bilization, then to political destabilization, including in foreign policy. The occupa- 


tion of the Falklands by the Argentine military regime, for example, was an example 
of what I have just outlined. From a European point of view, there are four simultaneous 


Crises depressing me at present. First, there is the economical crisis of the wor'd. 


Second, there is the debt crisis of the developing countries, which could become a 
crisis of the Western creditor banks. <Any one who does not believe this should ask a 
banker, if he knows one. 





Third, there is a crisis of the European Community. Even European political coopera- 
tion, cooperation in foreign policy matters, which worked well for many years despite 
the economic crisis, has gone to the dogs in the process. [applause] In the current 
world situation, there are no European initiatives arising from European foreign policy 
cooperation on any of the important problems. 


And fourth -- I list it deliberately as the last problem -- there is the East-West or 
West-East crisis«. 


We Germans are affected by all these crises, as are most states of the world. Added to 
this is the concern about peace in the Middle East, concern about our of] supplies from 
the Persian Gulf, and so forth. This means that we are urgently interested in acting 
in concert with the friendly allied governments in all these flelds. Unilaterally pro- 
claimed measures with worldwide repercussions, the embargo policy, for example, are 
inconsistent with the spirit and letter of the treaty on which our alliance is founded. 


[applause] 


The truth is that we, the divided Cermans, have an even stronger interest in peace 
order) in Europe than the majority of other European nations. All the more do we need 
friends and partners in the Common Market and in the alliance, all the more do we need 
friendship and partnership with the American nation. The American nation i« 4 young 
nation of unusual vitality, of unusual optinier and outstanding generosity which, on the 
other hand, has never in its history experienced a war on its own soil, on the soll on 
which the United States was founded. In other reepects, too, it does not have many 
centuries of foreign policy experience with war and peace, and therefore there is a 

lack of understanding for Europe. After World War II, which the anti-Hitler coalition 
would never have been able to win without the United States, there was 4 large and 
growing confidence in Europe; let us remember the times of Truman, the “arshal 
Plan, Eisenhower, and Kennedy. Thereafter there have been some unfortunate periods. 
Today there is also a crisis of confidence, and the United States is not uninvolved in 
it. There are questions concerning the American ability to understand the historical 
experience of us Europeans, questions concerning the will of the United States to take 
European interests sufficiently into account and to consider the European practical com- 


petence. 
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A few days ago, Flora Lewis, one of the greatest American ‘ournalists, wrote in the “I 
YORK TIMES chat President feagan is frightening Eurove. I do not assume the whole of 
Europe, but it would be good if the White House analyzed this dictwe. At any rate, it 
should «now that we Europeans do not wish peorle to be divided into black and white 

of into good and evil. [applause] And when I say that America sometimes doe not 
make it easy for us, I would also lize to draw attention to the face that I defended 
President teagan many times because I gave credence to his words at the beginning 

of 1981 -- and still do -- when he saic that he will negotiate with the Pussians, 
negotiate, and negotiate. It is not good when, out of distress of soul [eee!l leche 
Bedraengnis|), we unilaterally accuse the United States. It is primarily to the “nited 
States that we sust be thankful for our freedor. “Mistakes are alec made in Bonn, London, 
or Paris. ‘applause] I agree in principle with Richard von Veizesecter, who recent!» 
wrote in a book that @ fundamental measure of genuine partnership, which is indispensable, 
will only be attainable, literally, if the (nited Scates has « European partner at its 
side that (words indistinct). There is a growing tendency in America to go it alone 
fwords in English] and after the presidential elections next Noverber, one can hard!y 
expect whoever emerges as the winner to have sore understanding for the interests of 
Europe, for the geopolitical situation, and for the psychological and political exigen- 
cles of Europe without stronger European influence. Europe itself must do all the 

more to this end. This requires not only German-French friendshio, which exists and 

for which we are thankful, but above all, close German-French political cooperation -- 
naturally, provided that both sides proceed from the alliance with the United States. 
However, without the closest, day-to-day cooperation between Paris and Bonn, there 
cannot be anv European personality. ust lize De Gaulle and Adenaver and, later on, 
others on both sides, Paris and Sonn sust work in close cooperation in foreign and 
economic policy. For the time being, the English remain captives of insular thinking. 
‘Schmidt apparentiy interrupted by Drerger) 


This is mot the case, Colleague Dregger. If it were the case, Furone would have long aro 
backed away, in concerted action, from the policy of high interest rates, which fore- 
stalls all investment activity. [applauwse!) To date, France does sot protect us with its 
partnershio, and therefore the force de frappe is no counterbalance for us to the Soviet 
tissile threat. Sut the force de frappe, and at any rate the French Arey and Air 
Force could be one of the three decisive factors for an operative Cerman-french foreirn 
policy cooperation. The sonetary and fiscal strength of the FPO could be the second 
factor. After all, Me Federal Chancellor and “r Stoltenberg, we have the greatest 
foreign currency reserves of a1!| states. This money is not there ‘ust to be guarded 

in the cellar. [applawse, teers!) I am afraid, ladies and gentlemen, that your 

critictem of the Greens is about to lose ite legitimacy if vou continue to act like 
this. ‘fapplewse, teering) He who wants to liberate his economy of the effect of high 
interest rates, which are etifling investments, must finally add to the European 
Monetary Fund the foreseen second stage. The third factor of this cooperation lies ir 
the will of the two nations seeking friendship and cooperation. 


In the end, I would like to sum up the proposals that I have made the sub'tect of = 
speech today. First, next month the North Atlantic Council should draw up 4 deplovnent 
plan for the coming 5 years. Second, now and in 19846, far fewer than 19 percent 

f the maximum oumber envisaged for deplowment are sufficient. At the same time, the 
enter of eravity should not be on German soll. Third, the NATO Council should soor 
mequivocally manifest ite will to comtinue the tales. 
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As far as the Federal Government is concerned, this has already been done. Fourth, and 
this, too, has already been done as regards the Federal Covernment, the readiness 

should be expressed for scrapping as soon aS an agreement is reached. Fifth, the West 
should declare its willingness internationally to expand the bilateral renunciation of 
force existing between the FRC and the Soviet Union and other European states. [applause] 
I know that individual politicians in the government have already discussed this. Sixth, 
the West should declare its willingness to hold a conference of all five nuclear powers 
aimed at the mutually agreed consideration and limitation of all their nuclear weapons. 
[applause! This means that the Western nuclear powers -- the United States, Fnrland, 

and France -- should express their readiness to take part in such a conference and invite 
the Soviet Union and China. You know that this is a proposal of Pierre Trudeau. 


I believe it requires very careful discussion and should be further followed up. Seventh, 
the NATO cowncl] must again expressly restore and repeat its two-track overall strategy 
in the sense of its own decisions of December 1967 -- the Harme! philosophy. Moreover, it 
would be useful if one of the neutral government leacers in Europe would personally 
invite the former participants in the Helsinki conference to a meeting; it could be 
useful to have the idea of detente discussed by those who so effectively made headway 
with it in the first half of the 1970's. 


After all, the policy of detente must not be reduced to a matter for disarmament 
accountants. The first government statement of then Chancellor Brandt in 1969 is still 
correct. I quote: Whether arms limitation or arms control, or guarantee of sufficient 
defense -- under both aspects the FRC @onceives its security policy as a policy of 
balance and of securing peace. Under both aspects it conceives the external security 

of owr state as a function of the alliance, as part of which we contribute to the balance 
between Fast and West. In my view, this is valid today to the same extent. It is valid 
not only for us Germans, but for many peoples and states in both parts of Europe. The 
congresses of the SPD and FPD over the weekend showed that in both parties of the former 
soctal-liberal coalition there are different and differing views on the questions dis- 
cussed today. Those who voted wnanimously on this question would arouse my suspicions. 


But at the same time, these diverse opinions have a great advantage for the government, 
a great advantage for the government. I want to appeal to the povernment to make use 
of these differences, to make use of the concerns which the Cerman people have expressed 
and formulated in manifold ways, make use of the concerns which one feels in both 
segments of our people, such as we see here in the parliament today. We must keep to 
ur word. That is and will remain my opinion, but at the same time we must make use of 
these differences so that the government can represent Cerman interests with initiative 
in the future as well. Let these differences also become an important factor for our 
own friends and allies. “lake it clear to our allies that for vou, “r Chancellor, 
things are not very easy at te moment in Cerman public opinion, and make it clear to 
them why this is so and what »velp afd what restraint vou therefore have to expect from 
our friends and allies. Make it clear to our apreement partners and clear to our future 
disarmament partners in Moscow that they cannot expect that in the West, or that in the 
PRC, the intention for unilateral disarmament or unilateral renunciation will prevail, 
but at the same time make it quite clear to the “Escow negotiating partners: We want 
operation, because we want peace. Now I know that no government, not even that of a 
bigger state, can act independently from the preceding actions of the preceding 
eovernment, though sometimes it is stated differently in election campatens. 
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This was the case for President Carter, this applies to President Reagan, this applies 
for Chancellor fohl, for General Secretary Andropov. 


The chancellor has referred to nearly all treaties and resolutions brought about or 
ratified by us, including the treaty on the renunciation of torce, which vou relected 
then, like most of those treaties, with the great matority of your colleagues. Every- 
one must start with what he finds. I liked to hear you refer to these treaties. It 

was similar in 1969 and later for us as well. We, too, were not able to reverse anv- 
thing that was decided by Adenauer or Erhard here. But each government can improve the 
situation through its own initiative, can add something to it, and that aleo applies 

to the present and future governments. Our diplomats also know this, as do our soldiers 
and the public services in peneral. After 13 years in the government, I know the soldiers 
and officers not only must, but will be loval to any constitutional government. “any 

of them have a high degree of experience and each government should make use of the 
experience of their own diplomats instead of having the experienced people retire. 

| ipp lause | 


Finally, “r Chancellor, the Germans have lived for many years without real fear, and the 
mutual renunciation of force by Moscow and Bonn brought about by the social-libera! 
coalition then, the Basic Treaty with the COR, the treaties from agreements with Poland 
and Czechoslovakia, the (wadripartite Agreement with Berlin, the Nonproliferation Treaty 
which you reflected for so long; all that has considerably contributed to this. All 

these treaties are presently serving peace and will do so in the future. thus, today 

one must not surrender oneself to fear. He who is given to fear rather than hope 
endangers himself and his own capacity for responsible action. There is still cause 

for hope; I agree with all those who stated this in the last few days. On my part, 
together with my friend Vogel, I put my hope and my confidence in the idea that we will 
succeed in resuming and continuing the policy directed at detente and cooperation in 
Lurope. To date, nuclear balance has maintained peace in Europe. I am firmly convinced 
that will aleo be the case in the tuture. I am confident that detente will finally result 
in a peace order in Furope in which both parts of our nation can find the way to each 
other. As an answer to the Colleague Herr Weigel who spoke before me, I want to have a 
personal word. Herr Weigel, for exactly 120 years -- since Ferdinand Lasalle and 

August Bebel -- the SPD has been the biggest peace party in Cermany. It will remain so. 


“iechnick’s Statement 


LD211652 Hamburg DPA in German 1606 CMT 21 Nov 83 

lExcerpts!] Bonn, 21 Nov (DPA) <= FDP Parliamentary Croup Chairman Wolfpang “ischnick 
settled old scores with regard to the change in the SPD's security policy saying: “This 
shows how correct we were a year ago when we said that it is impossible to continue 
security policy cooperation with the SPD.” At the same time, Mischnick regretted the 
“diemantlement of the chancellor within the SPD" which harmed the whole country. In 

the FDP politician's view, the SPD has already “distanced itself from the alliance to 
afar greater extent than it is able to admit in this debate.” “iechnick declared his 
party's support for the counterarming decision “on the basis of the conviction of this 
having taken a further step toward peace and disarmament.” 
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Greens Deputy’s Statement 


LD211750 Hamburg DPA in Cerman 1643 OMT 21 Nov 83 


(Excerpt! Bonn, 21 Nov (DPA) -- Creens deputy and former Bundeswehr Ceneral Cert 
Bastian has accused that the contributions of the other parties to the debate today 
were not characterized by the spirit of disarmament but by the spirit of rearmament. 


The union [COU/CSU] is acting in a traditional manner. in 1957 it had pushed through 
the deployment of nuclear weapons on Cerman soil against the will of the majority. It 
is to be regretted that those who sounded the alarm at that time, including SPD 
deputy Helmut Schmidt, are the same ones who have made it possible for the Americans 
to enter into nuclear rearmament with the two-track decision, Bastian continued by 
saying that once Pershing II sissiles are stationed in Europe a war can no longer be 
limited to conventional weapons. The chance to at least limit conflicts is thus 
removed. 


Bastian accused the Federal Covernment of harming democracy with its present action. 
If this government is unable to respect the majority will among the population, “it 
should chose another nation.” 


Clit''’s Marx's Comments 
LO211759 Hamburg DPA in German 1655 GMT 21 Nov 83 


|Excerpts! Bonn, 21 Nov (DPA) -- Im the Bundestag debate today, the chairman of the 
Porelgn Affairs Committee, derner Marx (CDU), criticized the SPD position on the 
two-track decision. It is a self-contradiction to say that a rejection of counterarning 
is not a mo to NATO. The Social Democrats have to evaluate for themselves the value of 
s pledge to the alliance if its decision are simultaneously rejected. 


“Marx defended the alliance, which has thus far preserved peace for the Vest. With 
reference to personal experiences under national socialism, in which his family had 
been put under pressure, he said that some of the things which he heard outside today 
reminded him of his youth. It is important to take preventive action in the earliest 
stages which take the form of outside pressure on deputies and the parliament. 


SPD’s Bahr’s Criticiem 
LO211832 Hamburg DPA in German 1743 CMT 21 Nov 83 


‘Text! Bonn, 21 Nov (DPA) -- SPD disarmament expert Egon Bahr, a declared opponent of 
rearmament, speaking in today’s Bundestag debate, “from complete conviction” rejected 
the likely deployment of new American nuclear weapons in the FRC, This would “create 
damage, inevitable damage.” The adverse consequences would set a new arms spiral in 
motion. 


If there {6 no majority to reject the missile deployment on Tuesday, “rearmament™ would 
begin. Bahr announced a “worsened situation for Europe.” The SPD deputy accused 

“oscow of not beginning unilateral concessions in its overarming. Wowever, Bahr directed 
his “greater reproeches” at his “own side,” the West. Bahr expressly said: “The lack 

of sense on one’s own side is more painful.” 








hahr t x f 
old tug ‘ 

thw et 

concer? t it 
lets t« 

‘ ‘ ’ ; 


slliance. ; 


federal ‘ 
to dep! padi 
Kohl, whom he 
“What ha ' 


part erye 

r met i ryt 
et ime 

Higher bitl.s ‘ 


he reall ii 
’ , ’ ' 

i ; ; ra 

ernt 
; ’ lé z_ , 
wo? me 3 re 
the ft tracer 
, tj ; | 
TT , * ’ ’ 
ren he t 

_. 7 

’ rr 
/ ls ‘] 
re ity thw ’ 
, ’ 

’ or? ; ‘ 
ele ney 
try ‘ ’ 








3 
t lw t¢ j ent '| the’ if j t* ae 
s Patt tle id.” bis ! ‘ t it thw ‘ ; 
itei« j failise, and it will tur t f < cent 
; tate % sid ‘run tw. : [ror tiv rare if 
j | jet tate ind it ‘ oT r 4 
ely. 
| the rl opt ? t he coatiti t i? t 
» the fundemental consensu oint ecurit 
inion that ecurit can on! exiet in and with the 
the @ t important instrument ’ uf ‘ irit ‘ 
rearmanpent do« noe rev ve iT - mi tle . it 
ls ile . 7 hat immot he ima? th ‘ +’ inteTe t 
criticized of being pliant toward Washington. he 
the Cerman proposal ¢t save the Ceneva me tiatior 
lodenhoefer’* ‘ rar tit 
n German 1424 C”T 21 Now 83 
} } ~- hve Soviet nion s bee uld tare t he ‘ ole’ } 
ha t heey tar, disarmament poresman of the ¢ f 
ler demanded, He emphasized the wis! t the eder 
if the dialowwe with the oviet j t all level 
bon } preserve the tate, former mii ini 
her té wainet rearmanent,. he recalled the bhorr 
id that ne ha i right te look dow »m 4 7 
buevel . 
ir? herrrmt ie (ited 
ertan 194] “Tl 21}? a} 
f } -- he prut we mmehurrer er msl ve 
e | thew pinion in whion with the that mor 
however, indecision and wurrenderir thw tru 
! reate more tneecurity, mnehurger « ré 
rai to which the maiorit ’ itive 
t sical if ntrast that ir TT fatetul wat 
ilted, hyeret Tr, t hve Bonde ta irtie ia ive 
‘ ' ? hye 
‘ i. 
, , 
; ¢ : : ‘ 
; 
; Tf } ‘ 














Vil. 22 Sov 83 J 6% FEDERAL PLPUGLI Li LEMMA’ 


More Deput ies* Comments 


LD2Z12117 Hamburg DPA in German 2027 GMT 21 Now 4} 


(Text) Bonn, 21 Sow (DPA) -- SPD Deputy and former “ayor of Hamburg Hane-Ulrich Klow 
contradicted statements by the Greens that they are the parliamentary spearheed of the 


peace movement. The SPD also shares the longing of mankind for peace, but there is a 
fundamental difference from the aims of the Greens, who want the FRC to leave NATO. 

“That divides us.” His party supports the alliance, because the FRC is dependent on NATO 
as iong a6 there is not a better and more convincing peace order in Lurope. Klose spor 
against defaming the peace movement as is being done by the union, because it needs a 
friend/foe relationship for domestic consumption. 





COU Deputy Adolf Mueller (Remscheid) accused parts of the peace movem it of spiritual 
links with the agitation of national socialism and quoted in this context from Adolf 
Hitler’s “Mein Kampf” the sentence “Human right breaks the right of the state.” The 
propagandists of an absolute right of resistance against the state should sot complain 
when faced with this quote as a mirror of uwnmaskinzg. 


REPORTAGE 


m ANTIMI SSILE DEMONSTRATIONS 





At Berlin-CDR Border 
LDOZ01902 Hamburg DPA in German 1755 GMT 20 Now 43 


iText] Berlin, 20 Nov (DPA) -- Members of a Berlin peace group protested with large 
placards this afternoon for a short while on GDP territory and on the West Berlin side at the 
Drei* inden frontier crossing point against NATO counterarmament. The approximately 

1) demonstrators climbed onto the autobahn bridge that divides West Beriin and the COR 
itea of Potedam. One placard, which was six meters long according to police, aed refer- 


red t the forthcoming Bundestag vote on couwnterarming: Tomorrow is closer ¢t ' noc lear 


war -- Bonn 21-22 November.” 


The police ended the action after approximately 90 minutes and toot personal details 
ome demonstrators. The GOR authorities did mot take any action. 


21 Nov Protests 
LD212053 Hamburg DPA in German 0935 GMT 21 Now 8) 
Excerpt) Bonn, 21 Now (DPA) <-- On the figst day of the Bonn Bundestag debate 
unterarming, several thousands of people in the FRO demonstrated against the deployment 
if new U.S. medium-range nuclear tissilies. 
The sain emphasis on Monday was in Bonn. However, thefe were peace 
in many other cities in the FRG during the day. In the evening, thorusa + toot rt | 


torch=-light processions through the streets. 


in Bonn, police temporarily arrested 144 pe 


} 
ome 3,000 people went m the streets there ir 


} 
entinued into the evening » wut th rumhe f {f demonstrators bear) lew FTesaeed, 
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ZZ Now Protests 
LOJ21217 Heamburey UPA in German 1169 GST 22 Nov 48) 


\Text! Bean-Berlin, 22 Sov (DFA) -- According to police, 20 demonstrators were arrested 
om Tuesday sorning on the fringe of the government district in Bonn. They participated 
in an unregistered protest against sissile deployment while the Bundestag continued its 
deployuent debate. In Berlin, 16 people who protested against deployment by spraying 
paint and slogans last sight were detained. 


Ypotesmen for the peace Initiative and Bonn police gave contradictory descriptions of the 
lemonetrations which accompanied the first part of the missiles debate in the Bundest sz 
on Monday. The peace groups accused the police of using great force against the demon- 
‘trators; some sald they were beaten by clubs and fists of injured by police shields. 

in som mes, emergency doctors had to be called. in contrast, 4 Bonn police spokesman 
aid on Tueedsy that clubs were mot used. He also denied accusations that some of the 
jomenetrators were serlously injured. The police said 182 demonstrators were detained 


"INFORMED CIRCLES® ON PERSHING DEPLOYMENT PLANS 





Li? 7 i -i? Harv v7 UPA in (4 rmati 1126 CMI Za Sov aj 


‘Text! Boom, 22 Sow (DPA) -- According to information available to DPA, following the 
expected Bundestag support for the start of deployment, the first Pershing 11 missiles 
will initially only be Inetalled, but not made operational. Informed circles said on 


Tueeday io Bonn that the West first wants to see how Moscow will react. The start of 
their deployment will mot mean that the missiles “are operational.” It was stressed that 


dvora ld the wiet Union make a eciliatery gesture, then “the Pershings could 
impmeiiateivy if nant led.” 
if the Soviet sion et1ll did set make « move in Geneva of even contribute to a brear in 


the negotiations, “The Pershing If missiles will be made operational in the Federal 
Repub! i ‘t the end of December,” it was stated in Bonn. According to statements by 
rellable eources, the firet Pershing Il battery of nine missiles will be flown into 


itlangen, near Sxthwaeebiech Gowend. 


Should there y@ i po it iwe vote if the Bundestag, the missiles would not be brought 


ad « block” from the United States across the Atlantic on Wednesday. Pershing parts 

, x ceseor ie would be gradually flown in. Government represestatives on Tuesday 

, fficlally refused to give any information about sites for deployment. It was 
int ed * that after the Ieetellation of cruise aissiles in Great Britain, the Soviet 


has “t . far dome sothing emeunting to a breakdown of the Geneva negotiations.” 




















j ‘ Ay | yt “Nit vISs‘ lJ oo, SED IN LEBAN * 
i 904 ri MONDE in Freach 20-21 Nov 63 p & 
ttributed report “Paris Denies That Missiles were Fired on Sha ’ 
rrac# 
ext é fficial communique issued by the French tj trv tw 
¢ ri Py t . | tern , ii ; ; hursday, ] 7 November ° Ie re ic o 
‘ it if t iv; am 4 situated east of Ba’ labakk was 5 mbe ‘ ir] tr P ii te r t 
ré ir rce on specitic instructions frum ense Minister Charle ernu t he 
rmed For Ceneral Staff. 
r er Ltendard aircraft returned to base after executing their nmi 
ense Ministr specifies that the aim was mainly to prevent new terrorist ti 
simst the rench forces in Lebanon by intervening first.’ 
iddition, on the evening of Friday, 18 November, the Defense Ministr f re rt 
r ‘ that the French Air Force had fired missiles near the Shavrkh ° 
rr ’ ; ai it) ine Oni lnursday. 
Hernu on Bombing Raid 
; ris Domestic Service in French 1700 CMT 21 Nov 83 
t tails on the bombings by French Super Etendar’'s in Lebanon liast wee) 
rles “ernu today presented to the press the first photographs of the ral 
, ‘ . ra . . ‘ . , 
KK. he minister of defense indicated that the objective was not t lestr 
evervthi blindly. Terrorism quite simply has to be punished, neither ré r 
tting. The photographs indicate that the target objective wa mMisitar 
? j 
estabil ent large dimensions comprising several buildings. Charles Herr 
inted t that it was not a question of destroying all the buildings ane i tthe 
rces in the camp in which, depending on the day, from 100 ¢t 50 militiarne t 
imic fundamentalist movement reside. Furthermore, the minister of defe é 
imuicatedc that n missiles were fired; the 250 to 400 kilo bomt whi were sf 
led without exception within the perimeter of the military camp. 
MEETS MAUROY, DISCUSSES RELATIONS 
21210 Jerusalem Domestic Service in Hebrew 1/700 (MT 18 N 53 
ext rael's ambassador in France, ‘Ovadya Sofer, today met wit! rer rice 
ister Pierre Mauroy for the first time. Following this meeting, he tol 
rrespondents there were no contacts between the two countries b« re tte ré 
tta in Ba’ labakk. He went on to say that it seer the wor! j eyvyinni 
rael’s attitude. 
re ndent in Paris, Rafi Matar, learned that the relatior etwee 
tris ind the rerch prime minister's latest statements, in whi é t 
T for it bit in Lebanon, were discussed. 
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STORTING DEBATES MISSILE DEPLOYMENT ISSUE 





PM151511 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 17 Nov 4&3 p 3 


[Einar Solvoll and Terje Svabo report: “Unchanged Missile Front’ 





[Text] Approval from the government parties and the Progress Party and som very toug! 
criticism from the opposition. This is the main conclusion to be drawn from the ment s 
made by the leaders of Norway's political parties about Foreign Minister Svenn Strays 
foreign affairs report to the Storting yesterday. In his report, Stray stressed that the 
Western negotiating position would te weakened if a decision were taken now to postpone 
missile deployment. [Labor Party leader] Gro Harlem Brundtland said that Strav's spee 
did not look such to the future. The Socialist Left Party’s Stein Ornhoi accused Stray 
of carrying out a campaign of active disinformation. 


Foreign Minister Stray devoted his entire report to the missile issue, and the Storting 
will debate deployment next Monday [2] November]. The comments on the foreign tinister’s 
report differ according to the different views the various parties take of t? 
to the NATO two-track decision which Norway backed in 1979. 


e follow-u; 


The Labor Party's Gro Harlem Brundtland said that Stray’s report contained nothing new, 

and that the arguments in various areas are one-sided and do not look much to the future. 

"The great challenge today -- that great efforts must be made to break the arms race -- 
is passed over by the foreign minister. The report nfirms full support for the 
go-ahead for the deployment of new missiles, a position which will meet with strong 
pposition in the Storting,” Gro Harlem Brundtland said. 


Storting Foreign Affairs Committee Chairman Jakob Aano (Christian People’s Party) takes 
the view that the report gave a clear summary of the present negotiating situation. Aarne 
fully understands that the government sees no reason to change the negotiating strategy 
laid down in 1979. 


Center Party parliamentary leader Johan Buttedahl is satisfied with the report, and 
the passive role the Soviet Union has played in the negotiations. Buttedah! said ¢ 
this role partly reminds one of delaying tactics. 


The Socialist Left Party’s Stein Ornhoi takes the view that Stray’s report was a simple 
propaganda speech without insight or understanding of the awful situation in which Europe 
finds itself. Ornhoi commented further that the report contained no new or independent 
ideas. In Ornhoi'’s opinion, it only contained half-truths uttered long ago by Reagan's 
people in the United States. 


Hans Hammond Rossbach, the Liberal Party's parliamentary leader, said that there were n 
new initiatives in the foreign minister's report. Rossbach fears that the government 
position could lead to a weakening of support for NATO, since these views nflice wit 
those of the majority of the people. 


The Progress Party's Hans Rosjorde, Bjorn E. Ytterhorn’s replacement, said that the 


Progress Party is satisfied with Stray’s clear statement that following up the NATO two- 
track decision is necessary if we do not want to raise doubts about our ntinued NAT 


membership. 
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» monopo!l n these weapons,” said the foreign minister, take 
fiet initiatives in Leneva seem ft be addressed more t 


than ¢t its partner at the negotiating table. 


assed since the two-track decision was reached. In this period, 
ingle missile has been deploved on the Western side, people have beer 
let Union ¢ icknowledge the unacceptable situation that has beer 

pe, the foreign minister said. 


lecision was reached in 1979, the Soviet Union had 140 medium-rang: 
negotiations began, it had 270 missiles. Now it has 360 missil: 
50 warheads. NATO still has no such weapons, Stray pointed out. 


er also stressed the chain of events behind Soviet deplovment. Th« 
the SS-20 must already have been taken in 1972, the same vear that 
trategic arms limitation (SALT I) was reached. Thus the n 
ing planned, produced, and deploved while people in the West were 
for detente, the foreign minister said. 


gress had been made to test the SS-20. This was the vear th: 
wa igned and the SALT II negotiations entered a phase wherein tlw 
ement were beginning to emerge. Initial deployment began in 19/7. 


ra sid that ever since 1949, an important objective in Soviet 
een to weaken the tiles between the United States and it 
e and, ideally, remove the U.S. security guarantee for Europe. Bot! 
iry means have been used to this end. The deployment of 


jesil« is one of the most serious examples of this, Foreign “iniser 
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ntainers that have been in the port of Helsingborg since 11 November 
equipment. This was confirmed by the Swedish Board of Customs i: 
er customs personnel opened and inspected the containers last night. 
t he ntents are American data equipment that was to be smuggled int 
irector General Biorn Eriksson of the Board of Customs said that the 
ut it wn investigation to find out who owns the contents of the 
investigate the containers’ transportation chain in order t larif 
Pri’ mn said. The customs office does not want to release informati 
f the electronic equipment concerned. 
' gent irrived in Pretoria vesterday to investigate the ircum 
tre .S-manufactured mputers now in the port f Helsing Tr. 
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bh "puters were } scec avpoar the — 57 le rit Els irer i } ,ouni. a 

transportec ¢ Helsinxi via Han The nowever, iff Hamhurz, the anest er t 

went on board the vessel and nfiscated one of the ™puters at the r est of th 
nitec tates, 48 it was feared that the ™uter eTe t en ent n ft tne 5S Le 
nion. A réding to American information, the =puters mm also be used to guide 

. . nil “9 


tnd * * 
Further Detaiis 
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‘Text, The guard has been strengthened around the Skaane terminal in Helsingborz, where 
three containers, thought to contain secret American data equipment, are being held. 
According to American law, such equipment cannot be exported to the Soviet Union. The 


ntainers will not be allowed to leave Sweden before a customs declaration has bee 
presented and the goods first checked, Secretary of State Carl-Johan Aaber; ; th 


P reign Ministry has said. 


But what possibilities are there for Swedish authorities ¢t top the shipment 
wners want to ship the containers out of Helsingborg, our reporter (Katrina Hallman) 
ise ir l= Johar Aaberg. 


‘Begin recording] fAaberg! Under certain conditions, we in move in and halt shipment; 
for instance, if the containers prove ¢ ntain war materiel. 
Hallman] Is that the only possibilic 


Labere | There are certain other possibilities of that vind, ¢t » whi iré ncerne 
with the right of disposal of the goods, and we are working on that. 
Hal mar Have you and your c lleagues ha ’ iT ntact wit! t he Ar ri iT ut! riti« 
‘Aabere we asked for certain information to be given * the Americans, but thi 
heen on the level of the authorities, not at the governnrent level. 
’ «s . , . , ; ‘ 
Hallman Shy don’t you want to disclose the owner of the gz 
. , , . 
Aabere No. as heard] I am emploved at the Foreign Ministry; this incident ncert 
relations with another country -- where the receiving mpat f ituated -=- and a number 


: ther mtries, and we here at the Foreign Ministr ire not allowed to release 


7 ; 
ani r-ati Ne 


‘Hallman] Have you any information indicating that the igo in Helsingborg would be 

n the wav ¢t an East Bloc state? 

abere!) We have no indications of that. Altogether we have very few | icatior t 
°} i« } es 16 - papers C oncerning it have oor ore wente ’ bis ré ir sw er . 


Hallman’! Why have vou increased the guard ther 
‘Aabere! We want to exclude anything happening that might har: ved! interes ; 


‘Hallman|] You have undertaken such 4 measure without ar suspicions whatever 
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se50 i ic the snnouncement tf thi independence me as a ITpr ise 

Snewer: Ite did ¢ everybody in the world. f course we knew that thev were jannig t 
811 along for many vears and they were threatening to do it on and off. But at thi 
particular time there was nothing real! to indicate that something of thi rt mls 
happen. In fact. assurances to the contrary were given by the Turkis! yerrment ¢t 
the countries. The tnited Nations Secretaryv-Leneral was entering into substantive s 
sultations with the two sides for the purpose of preparing a meeting between “r 

und myself, as proposed by “r Denktas himself. But instead of cooperating with th« 
Secretary-—ceneral, they killed his effort bv declaring this state. Now the : et 
nevotiate. But they naturally want to negotiate with us now bet#se they air in thi 
wavy at the recognition by us of their illegal act. 

westion: Do vou think that this was directed from Turkey’ 

‘newer: A tew hours ago | read a statement by the Turkish Foreign “inister wher ric 


that it was a decision of Mr Denktas, against their advice and that after it wa : 


they had no alternative but to support it. I do not believe that. The reason is 


because in the cupled area, which purportedly was declared an independent state, °¢ 
ire 30,000 upation troops from Turkey, without the presence of which natural! 
Denktas could not have done that. It is impossible to conceive that Denktas did that 
without the Turkish intelligence, to sav the least, knowing anything about it. 
ersonal] | am quite convinced that this is a joint act of the Turkish Covernment ar 
“rr enktas. 
T ttend Commonwealth Conference 

NCZ1LIOIS Ni sia I ELEVTHEROTIPIA TIS DHEVTERAS in Creek 21 Nov 83 p 1 

ext Indira indhi, Indian prime minister and president of the Nonaligned Yovement 
and wmfal, Commonwealth secretary general, have urged President Kiprianou in a 
telephone contact and in messages through diplomatic channels, to attend the Common- 
wealth heads of states and governments conference, where the Cyprus iseuve will be the 


main issue. 


se t ircumstances, President Kiprianow will not be in a position to attend the 
pening session, which will be held in New Delhi on Wednesday. However, he is send 
s message which will be read by Ramfal, the Commonwealth secretary general, at the 
‘ } i.e j 


However, it is expected that President Kiprianou will arrive in New Delhi in time 
attend the special session of the 48 head: f states and governments conference d 


the weekend, where the Cyprus issue will again be the main subject of discussion. 


The Cyprus Government gives great importance to the contacts that it will have at 
rmonwealt} nference. “oreover, it is expected that the consultations with Brit 
rime “inister Thatcher, Indian Prime “Minister Candhi, Commonwealth Secretar: erm 


mfal, and other state leaders will bh« ontinued there. 


Mikhailidhis, minister ¢ the president, will head the Cypriot delegation to the 
nierence because Foreign “iniaster lakovou must preside over the Councii sf 


Ministerial Council session in Strasbourg. 





ed 














Lachas Addresses “Nicosia Yal! 


, 


Wl2114465 Nicosia Domestic Service in Creek 1053 (YT 21] Nov & 


77 


House of Penresentatives, at the Pan-Cyprict rail in “icos 


>% . 


[address by Yeorvios Ladhas, acting president of the Yepublic and president of the 

fla on Zi November <-- 
fExcerpts) People of Cyprus, people of Cyprus: I welcome u to today's pan-fvprict, 
all-people’s dewonstration and ! greet vou with mv love end respect. 


we are here today in order to condemn the new faites accomplis created bv Attila against 
our small country. [slogans: Out of Crorus with Attila] we are here today in order to 
declare urbi et orbi that we are not inclined to accept these faits accomplis {ust as 
we did not accept those of 1974. [Slogans: no to the faites accomplis, no to the faits 
accomplis| 





We have come here, dear friends, fellow fighters, in order to declare our bitterness, 
anger. determination, and indignation for the new faits accomplis which Turkey and its 
lackevs here have been trying to enforce on us. 


we have come here in order to draw courage and strength from vou, from yvour support and 
love. And I am happy because al] the political parties, all vour organizations with 
their representatives -- the ones which you have nominated as vour representatives <- 


have unanimously asked me to address vou today. slogans: people united can never be 
Jefeated) Moreover, I am happy because unanimity and concord are back among us again, 
and I am filled with joy and optimis= by this fact because as your slogans read, “people 


united can never be defeated.” [applause and slogans: people united can never be 


defeated) 


‘The unity and unaniwsity I am referring to are reflected by the size and composition 

f today’s gathering. by those who organized this gathering, and bv all those who are 
now standing next to me as I am addressing vou. This unity and unanimity is reflected 
by the oresence at the "N Headquarters of not only the president of the tepublic, the 
foreign minister, and other officials, Sut aleo of the leadership of allthe parties in 
the House wv joined our officiais during their difficult task to wage the struggle for 
Cyprus” salvation. 
I need not repeat at this moment what followed the tragedy of summer 1974, because 
we all know of it, because we lived it, because we have all more or less struggled to 


face the difficulties and tragedies that resulted. loday I shall speak of the new 
agereasive action bv Turkey and its lactevs in Cyvprus -- an action which does not fall 
sort of the invasion of 1976. ‘slogans: no partitioni«et solution, no partitionist 


solution) 


we have been trving since then to soilve the differences cited } Turkey through peace- 
ful means, by attending the negotiations which were being held under the '\ secretar 
general's auspices, and in accordance with the terms of reference given to hir by the 
wecurity Counicl. We hoped and belleved -- and we continue to belleve <-- that there | 
no difference which cannot be resolved through talks, and in a peaceful way, when 

there is good will from ali sides. 


de ate against force, and we believec and continue to belleve that talks of good fait! 
with our Turkish compatriots would arrive at satisfactor fr at least tolerable results, 
and which would sake possibie the survival of Cypriot hellente mn thelr a@vestore” land 


felogane: out of Cyprus with Attila, owt of Cyprus with Attila 











But, unfortunately, these talks resulted in a deadlock; and they resulted in a ceadlorcs 
because thx ndition which -- as | have sald sbove -- is neceesary for the success 
talks tor the settlement of differences, that is, good will, was absent mn the pert ; 
the lurkieh side. 


Thus, 29 @ result of Turkish intransigence and bed taith we were led to @ deadior*. And 
while the UN secretary general was exerting efforts to overcome the difficulties, th 
Turkish Cypriot leadership in collusion with the Ankara government decided that tt 
moment was suitable in order to declare the establishment of @ seperate independent 
Turkish Cypriot state in the Cypriot north. Thie ie an action which is tantamount to 
the secession of a large part of the Republic of Cyprus’s territory. [elogane: independ- 
ent, integral Cyprus, independent, integral Cyprus) The Turkieh Government in Ankara 
pretended that it did not know what was being done by the Turkieh Cypriot leadership. 
Right at the last mement it was hypocritically seeuring the world public that there was 
no such intention om the part of the Turkish Cypriot community, that is, en intention 

to declare a separate Turkish Cypriot state. And when on the morning of 15 November the 
vo~called parliament of the Turkish Cypriot federated state secre-ly declared our 
Turkish-held territories un independent state under the name Turkish Republi: : 
Northern Cyprus [showte: shame, shame: out with a1] armies; an independent island) and 
they [the Turkish Government! expressed their so-called surpriee at this event, an event 
which as it was very soon proven was known, not only to the Ankare government, Sut 

aiso that it was the Ankara government which prepared it, designed it, and gave the 
green light for ite declaration. On the same day the Ankara Government iesued withina te 
hours £ Statement recognizing the Turkish Repuhlic of North Cyprus on the territories 
held by force by the Turkieh troops and tried to excuse it through ridiculous 


sllegati r 


we condemm, we condemm this deceit with all the vigor of owr sowl. [elogans: independ- 
ent, integral Cyprus; independent, integral Cyprus; no pertitioniet solution, no partit- 
lonist solution}| We condemn the action of declaration of @ separate etate on the 
furkish-held territories of Cyprus and the secession of these territories of the Re 
as an illegal and void action because it is contrary to all the generally accepted 
principles of international law, [slogans: independent, integral Cyprus; independent, 
integral Cyprus| it is contrary to international ethice and international law and order; 
and moreover, because it is contrary to documents end treaties endorsed by the Turkie 
Cypriots themselves, and by Turkey itself, as is the case with the Constitution of 
Cyprus, the Treaty of Establishment and the Treaty of Guarantee, which explicitly 
prohibit the secession of Cypriot territories or the partitioning of Cyprus or ite union 
wholly of partially with any other cowntry. [slogans: independent, integral Cyprus; 
independent, integral Cyprus] 


we condemn this action because it does not serve Cyprus’ interests, because it is an 
ction which does not serve the interests of the Cypriot people -- Greeks end Turts 
slike: because it is an action which serves interests alien to Crprwe, that is,it serves 


. : , 
urkey © expansionist designs. 


we condemn this action because it impedes gaderetending between the two main communitics 
of Cyprus, with the goal to create an absolutely free, independent, united, 
demilitarized, and nonaligned Cyprus; [slogans: out of Cyprus wit sil armies, out f 
Cyprus with all armies, an independent island, an independent is«ia » Cyprus in whic? 
the citizen will be a basic constitutional whit, irrespective of is ethnic extraction 
religion or language, cultural structure, customs and manners, 
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lext | ne latest developments in Cyprus give rise to crucial and dramatic questions 
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ex~y tlences we have gone through thus far «how that the Creer Cypriot leadership is 
the wrong path. It is on an adventurous path. With every step they take on this 
langerous path to usurp the Turkish Cypriot people‘s legal rights, they deepened the 
usm of separation in Cyprus, and filled this chasm with tlood, tears, and fire. 
reex Cypriot leadership must be made tc turn back from this erroneous cath b 


means of democratic pressure. It is not too late. That is why we are calling or 


Ay 


lear brothers, our people deserve this independence due to their dignified struggl« 
which went on frr years, due to the blood, sweat, and the Lives they gave, and due to 
their immeasurable sacrifices. With the Republic you have established, you have 
proven your undeniable rights in Cyprus, your e.istence, and your quality, which 
nobody can take from you. You have proven all this before the world and history. 


May your creatior be an auspicious one for all of us and for the entire world. 

You deserve this enthusiastic day. May it bring you happiness. [shouts: “Long live the 
Live long and live happily in your independent republic, my dear people. 
lapplause] [<houts: “Long live our people” “Long live the Turkish Army” “Long live the 
motherland” “The Turkish Army and the Turkish-Cypriot fighters shoulder to shoulder] 


Konuk Addresses al ~ 
211205 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 0815 GMT Z1 Nov 43 


)wech by Acting President and Turkish Cypriot Legislative Assembly Speaker hejat 
Yonuk at the Nicosia rally to protest the UN Security Council resolution on Cyprus -- 


fext brave, self-sacrificing, and suffering Turkish Cypriot people: I greet you with 
respect, happiness, and pride as citizens of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus 
(TRNC|, unanimously proclaimed by the representatives of your own free will. 


The foundations of the TRNC are wrought with the noble blood of our martyrs. These 

foundations are wrought with your sufferings and problems. It was not easy to reach 

the present day. For 20 years you have suffered all vinds of shameful developments 

without raising your voice, so that you could attain freedom and liberty. Whenever 

your patience was close to exhaustion, you began a marathon of satience. Thank God, 
through the efforts of the motherland, and through your bravery, we have reached the 
present day. Let is be auspicious for all. 


mur fight and struggle for freedom and liberty is not new. It has a history of 25 
years. Our only hope when setting out on this course was the lofty Turkish nation -- 

to which we are linked with strong ties -- and the principles and reforms of Ataturk. 
‘ll oppressed peoples who attained their freedoms have been encouraged by Ataturk’s 
principles, and there was no other way this people could act, this people which Is 
wholeheartedly loval to Ataturk. We have set out together on the course of 
indenendence [word indistinct) and together we will defend and atrengthen the republic 
we have established or ones to he established in the future. 


Our experience during this time has proved to us that it is sot enough to be right. 
it is not enough to be right and peaceful, and it is not enough to be patient. A 
moment comes when there are no more sacrifices to be made, This is the point we reached. 
The TRNC, which is the result of your patience, suffering, and sacrifice, will 

live forever as long as even one Turk is left alive. It will develop and strengthen. 




















Our people, who fought against the colonial rule, have struggled in order to exercise 
their right of seif-determination and have parv.icipated in the creation of the Repub 
of Cyprus and proved its peaceful aspirations. The Republic of Cyprus was created as 
a republic based on the equality of the two peoples. It is the Greek Cyprict people 
and leadership who hve tried to destroy this republic through murder, the force of 
arms, and their desire to annex the island to Greece. 


Were it not for your presence and will, and your sacrifices, then there vould be no 
republic called the Republic of Cyprus, and the island would be entirely annexed t: 
Greece. In order not to be under a second colonial rule after we were saved from one 
our youths sacrificed their lives, and many of our citizens were taken from their 
working places and disappeared. Our j-year-old children together with /0-year-old 
people have been buried in common graves. 


Those who burned our civil population alive by pouring gas on them are now facing «« 
as the angels of peace, and telling us to retract our declaration cf independence. We 
will not bow to requests to withdraw our declaration of the new republic. The TRNC 


will live forever as the symbol of our freedom and liberty through our common efforts. 


We are not a people who hold grudges, but we will never forget what was done to us. 

In face of an indifferent world which has closed its eyes to reality, and with the 
help and support of the motherland, we have fought in places like Lefkosa [Nicosia], 
Gaziveren [Chaziveran] Limasol [Limassol], Baf [Paphos], Magosa[ Famagusta], Erenkoy 
[Kokkina], (?Centiler Yolu) and in each and every Turkish Cypriot region against those 
who wanted to destroy our independence and liberty. Thus we have reached this day 

and there is no turning back. We will proceed forward. The whole world will have to 
recognize our independence and iitberty. We a'so have a sovereign right to these lands. 
We will not make any concessions. 


You have teard the message of our president, Mr Denktas. As always, we, a8 a people 
who are liyal to Ataturk and who understand him very well, are in favor of peace. 
Though we will not make any concessions regarding our rights, we will travel all roads 
that lead to peace and our door will always be open to those who seek peace. 


Either a federal republic of Cyprus, based on the equality of the two peoples and recog- 
nizing their sovereignty is established, or the TRNC will survive for all eternity 
as a separate political entity. 


Dear citizens, not one week has elapsed following the declaration of the new TRN, 
and basing iteelf on the unjust, unfair, and unrealistic resolution of the Un Security 
Counci|, which is the executive organ of the United Nations where all nations meet, 
and the Greek Cypriot side is again making the same mistake, and is closing the doors 
leading to peace, It is dancing with joy because it has been able to sentence a /-day 
old baby to death. But there is no way out. No one can undermine the sovereignty 

of the Turkish Cypriots. As in the past, our patient people will give the necessary 
response with understanding, common sense, and by opening the way that leads to peace, 


Dear citizens, the guarantor states, which did not react in the face of our sufferings 
of 20 years and the treatment we were given, have now taken the guarantee agreements 
from the dusty shelves in order to impede our course. We say no to that a million 
times. We will say no to this, on your behalf, forever. No. No. 
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Dear citizens, the members of parliament who are the representatives of your free will, 
because there was no other way out and because all ways were closed, and in order to 
aefend peace and preserve the existence of the Republic of Cyprus, have unanimously 
declared the TRNC. 


For a week now, our people with their voluntary signatures have been ratifying the proc- 
lamation of the TRNC. They are being joined vith signatures given with enthusiasm, 
willingness, pride, and joy. With your signatures, whose number has reached 90,000, 
this state, this republic, will live and develop, let no one doubt this dear citizens. 


Brave Turkish Cypriot people: We are determined, we are right, and we will never leave 
the road of liberty and independence no matter how strong the pressure of the whole 
worlu. We are once more beginning another marathon round of patience with unity of will 
and sclidarity. Our task is great. Let us forget the differences among us and let us 
be vr ady to make the necessary sacrifices in order to let this newborn baby live and 
develop in unity and solidarity. 


Long live the Turkish Cypriot people, and the TRNC which is their accomplishment! 
Long live the brave and great Turkish nation which is always at our side and always 
supports us! 


Long live the Turkish Republic, the greatest work of the great Ataturk! 


I bow with respect before the memory of our martyrs and greet you all with respect and 
affection. Thank you! 


Rally Statement to UNSC 
TAZ11514 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 0930 GMT 21 Nov 83 


[“Text™ of statement to the UN Security Council president on behalf of the Turkish 
Cypriot institutions, organizations, and all the people; readby unidentified speaker at 
a rally in north Nicosia on 21 November -- live] 


[Text] As institutions and organizations representing the great majority of the Turkish 
Cypriot people, we received with great indignation and strongly protest the unilateral 
and unacceptable resolution passed by the UN Security Council, of which you are the 
president, in connection with the proclamation of the Turkish Republic of Northern 

Cyprus [TRNC]. The equality of the peoples and their right to self-determination consti- 
tute the basic principles of the UN Charter as well as the Universal Human Rights 
Declaration. 


The Turkish Cypriot people decided to exercise this inalienable right after waiting for 
20 years, after they were deprived of all their human and citizen rights, and of the 
opportunity to become a state. Such an action can in no way be described as partition- 
ing. Nobody can or should blame the Turkish Cypriot people for this action, which ts 
nothing more than the exercise of their natural right. 


Our declaration of independence is an action not against peace but for peace. How can 

a body responsible for the protection and preservation of world peace not comprehend 
this, and how can It adopt a resolutionagainst us? We would like to stress that the resolu- 
tion passed by the Security Council is incompatible with the realities of Cyprus, that 

it denies the Turkish Cypriot people's basic and inalienable rights, and that it 
therefore cannot be binding on the Turkish Cypriot people. 
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To retrain from recognizing and to ignore the TRNC, which is the manifestation of our 
existence as an equal and free people in Cyprus and our right to self-determination 
means to deny the ex:stence of the Turkish Cypriot people and Cyprus’ realities. We 
will never bow before such resolutions that are bound to remain Invalid. lapplause! 


We would like to reiterate our determination to wage all kinds of struggles to deeply 
root and protect our rewblic. 


We ask that this cable be distributed as a Security Council document and we extend 
our deepest respect. 


Statement to UNSC 
TAZ11524 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 0935 GMT 21 Nov 83 


(“Text” of statement to the UN Secretary General on behalf of all Turkish Cypriot 
institutions, organizations, and all the Turkish Cypriot people; read by unidentified 
speaker at 4 rally in north Nicosia on 21 November -- live] 


[Text] The Turkish Cypriot people, institutions, and organizations staged a big 
rally today to protest the UN Security resolution in connection with the proclamation 
of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus [TRNC]. 


Tens of thousands of Turks gathered at the rally strongly protest and condemn the UN 
Security Council resolution which does not recognize the TRNC, calls for nonrecognition 
of the TRENC, and thus advocates the recognition of the Creek Cypriot administration 

as the only government of Cyprus. They inform you of the following points and respect- 
fully ask that this cable be distributed as a UN Ceneral Assembly document: 


1. The Turkish Cypriot people are the kinemen of a nation which began its national 
liberation war immediately after World War I with the slogan “either Iindevendence or 
death,” and which emerged victorious from that war. It has struggled for years 
against the Greek and Cypriot attacks, pressures, and cruelty for its freedom, security 
of life, and property. 


2. The Turkish Cypy.ot people have refused to bow to the sovereignty of the Creek 
Cypriot administration. No power can force the Turkish Cypriot people under the 
yoke of the Greek Cypriots. 


4. The Turkish Cypriot people are absolutely determined to protest, defend, and maintain 
their republic as the founders and citizens of the TRNC. No power can change this 
determination. 


4, The Turkish Cypriot people have the right to Live independently and securely as a 
exvereign people. One of the founding principles of the United Nations defends this 
right. Therefore, it is natural to expect the United Nations to recognize and defend 
this right of the Turkish Cypriot people. 


5. The Turkish Cypriot people have dove nothing that calls for an apol»y; or for 

a retraction. However, those who see the Turkish Cypriots as the slaves of the Creek 
Cypriot administration or those who want to portray them as such must apologize 

for their attitude and retract their resolution. [applause] 
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Further on UNSC Resolution 
TAL9O700 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radic in Turkish to Cyprus 9500 G*tT 19 Nov 83 


|Excerpts) The UN Security Council held an extraordinary meeting last night at the 
request of the Creek Cypriot administration, Greece, and Britain following the proc- 
lamation of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus [T#NC], and it adopted a British 
draft resolution. Thirteen countries voted in favor of the resolution, Pakistan voted 
against, and Jordan abstained. The resolution alleges that the establishment of the 
TRNC is illegal and demands the retraction of the republic’s declaration of 
independence. However, despite all Creek Cypriot and Greek efforts, the resolution does 
not call for any sanctions against the TRMC. It has been learned that before the vot- 
ing, the Greeks and Creek Cypriots insisted during their lobbying that the resolution 
should also include sanctions, but that several countries -- including a few who have 
the right to veto resolutions -- opposed this and told the Greeks and Greek Cypriots 
that, if necessary, they would veto a draft resolution that included sanctions. These 
same countries told the Greeks and Greek Cypriots that they might speak against the 
draft resolution at the Security Council if the Creeks and Creek Cypriots insisted on 
their demands and if sanctions were included in the draft resolution. 





Meanwhile, it was noteworthy that certain countries, including important ones such as 
the PRC, did not deliver any speeches -- either in favor or against the draft resolu- 
tion -- during the Security Council meeting. 


After the resolution was adopted, President Denktas delivered a harsh speech and accused 
the Security Council of viewing the Cyprus problem from the angle of the Greeks and 
Greek Cypriots. Denktas complained of the treatment the international community con- 
sidered the Turkish Cypriots deserved. 


Denktas said: [B8egin recording in English] They come to my house. We say come and see 
the common graves. No! Come and meet our refugees. ‘io! Come and see the missing 
persons from 1963, their relatives. No! This is the treatment we received, gentlemen! 
And then you talk here about human dignity, sovereign rights, peace, equality. This is 
the treatment we have received for 20 years. [fe 1d recording) President Denktas was 
referring to a visit paid to Cyprus by the nonaligned countries. 


President Denktas said that the Creek Cypriot representative sitting at the Security 
Council was occupying, on behalf of the Greek Cypriots, a seat which belonged to Cyprus. 
Denktas concluded his speech by saying: We will leave the door completely open for 
unity to be established within a federal system. It is now up to the Greek Cypriots to 


dec ide. 


In a speech before the voting on the draft resolution, the Pakistani representative 
said that the conditions ir which the Turkish Cypriots found themselves should be taken 
into consideration. We added that Pakistan was in favor of the Turkish Cypriots 
evercising their right to self-determination. 


The Jordanian delegate said that the draft resolution was one-dimensional just like the 
other Security Council draft resolutions of the past years. He added that Jordan 
supported the appeal in the resolution which calls for the achievement of a solution in 
peaceful ways through the intercommunal talks, but criticized the resolution for view- 
ing the problem only through international dimensions and not through national ones. 
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Denktas is continuing to hold convacts in New York. He will meet UN Secretary General 


Perez de Cuellar at 2000 this evening and they will discuss the developments in the wake 
of the proclamation of the TRNC. 


Perez de Cuellar will also meet Turkish Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen today and 
discuss the Cyprus question with him. 


Perez de Cuellar met yesterday with Greek Cypriot leader Kiprianou. 
Cagatay: South Must See Realities’ 
TA191607 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1530 GMT 19 Nov 83 


[Text] Prime “tinister of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus [TRNC] Mustafa 
Cagatay has said that the time has come for the Creek Cypriots to see the realities 
and to accept that the Turkish Cypriot people have a right to exist on the island. 

In a statement to the International Radio News, Cagatay said that the Turkish Cypriots 
will live in the north and the Greek Cypriots in the south and that TRNC will exert 
every possible effort to unite these two regions under a federal umbrella. 


Says UDI Not Aimed at Partition 
TA181109 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1030 GMT 18 Nov 83 


[Text] Prime “tinister of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus [TRNC] Mustafa 
Cagatay has said: We have made our decision regarding independence in order to unite 
under equal terms, and not to cause a definite partition. Cagatay issued a press 
release today through the Prime Ministry Press Bureau, saying that the Cyprus issue 
was still being viewed from a wrong perspective. He said: This has caused indignation 
and reaction among the Turkish Cypriot people. Calling on the people to be more calm 
than ever in view of the sensitive situation and historic struggle being waged in the 
diplomatic field, Cagatay added: Even today we are reiterating our appeal for peace 
to the Greek Cypriot side. We invite them to come to the negotiating table with 
seriousness and sincerity in order to establish a bizonal, bicommunal, independent, 
and nonaligned federation. 


Cagatay said that countries that bear responsibility for the preservation of world 
peace should adopt attitudes that will create a rapprochement between the two peoples, 
and that will facilitate a realistic solution to the problem, instead of making 

moves aimed at escalating it. 





Atakol Raps European Parliament 
TA191742 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1530 GMT 19 Nov 83 


[Text] Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus [TRNC] 
Kenan Atakol has said that it is out of the question to rescind the declaration of 
independence or to retract this decision. Atakol criticized the European Parliament 
resolution adopted on 17 November in connection with the Turkish Cypriot declaration 
of independence. 


In a written statement today, Atakol said that the resolution adopted by the European 
Parliament was unilateral, pro-Greek Cypriot, and totally unacceptable. Noting that 
this resolution did not take into consideration the Cypriot realities and the legal 
and inalienable rights of the Turkish Cypriot people Atakol added: Neither the 
European Parliament nor any other international organization or individual has the 
right to deny us our rights including our right to self-determinaton. The Turkish 
Cypriot people have made their decision regarding its right to self-determination and 
has declared the TRNC. It is out of the question for us to rescind or retract this 
decision. 
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We expect the Creek Cypricts to see the Cypriot realities and to come to the negotiating 
table to establish a federal republic based on the principle of equality between the 
two people. Otherwise, the IRM will continue to exist as an independent state until 
eternity. 


Yotak Protests UNSC Resolution 
TAZO1563 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1530 CMT 20 Nov 83 


[Text] Democratic People’s Party [DPP] leader Iemet Kotak has said that the Turkish 
Cypriot people are determined to protect, develop, and keep alive the Turkish Republic 
of Northern Cyprus [TRNC]. 


Kotak sent telegrams to UN Secretary Ceneral Perez de Cuellar, British Prime Minister 
Margaret Thatcher, and the respective chairmen of the European Parliament and Socialist 
International protesting the resolution adopted by the UN Security Council. Noting that 
the Turkish Cypriot people had declared the TRNC by exercising their right to self-deter- 
mination in accordance with the UN Charter, fotak said: The TRNC aims at becoming the 
foundation of the Federal Cyprus Republic. Kotak added: A Cyprus Republic based on the 
partnership co” the two communities in line with the essence and spirit of the 1960 
constitution is currently nonexistent on the island. The current Cyprus Republic is illega 
Today there is the TRNC in the north and the Greek Cypriot government inthe south. The Turkish 
Cypriot people are determined to protect, develop, and keep the TRNC alive. 








Saudi King ‘Understands’ UDI 
TAZ11955 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1930 GMT 21 Nov 43 


[Text] King Fatd ibm ‘Abd al-"Aziz al-Sa‘ud understands the Turkish Cypriots’ declara- 
tionof independence and Turkey's views regarding the matter. 


Turkish National Defense Minister Haluk Bayulken delivered a message from President 
Kenan Evren to the king who received him today in Riyadh [as heard]. Saudi Foreign 
Minister Sa‘ud al-Faysal ibn ‘Abd al-‘Aziz al Sa‘ud also attended the meeting where the 
king reportedly said that he understands the Turkish Cypriots’ declaration of indepen- 
dence and Turkey's views regarding the matter. 


Bayulken also met Islamic Conference Deputy Secretary General (Ershad Uzlaman) and told 
him of Turkey's views regarding the proclamation of the Turkish Republic of Northern 
Cyprus. Bayulken ended his contacts in Saudi Arabiaand went to Kuwait. 


Pakistani Foreign Ministry Statement 


TAI#1506 Ankara ANATOLIA in Turkish 1500 GMT 16 Nov 43 


[Text] Istanbul, 1% Nov (AA) -- A statement issued by the Pakistani Foreign Ministry in 
connection with the declaration of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus says that the 
Pakistani Administration supports the fraternal Turkish Cypriot people's efforts to 
preserve their security and seek their rights. 


The statement a!so calls for the resumption of the intercommunal talks in a bid to find 
a lasting and just solution to the Cyprus probien. 

Islamic Conference Secretary on UDI 
TA220602 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 0500 GMT 22 Nov 43 


[Text] Islamic Conference Secretary General Habib Chatti has said that the existence of 
two states in Cyprus will not be contrary to the unity of the island. In a statement in 
Niame,, the capital of Niger, Chatti saidthat it is possible for two states to unite 
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PAPANDREOU INVITES U.S. GREEK-AMERICANS TO TALKS 





NC211349 Athens Domestic Service inGreek 1230 GMT 21 Nov 8&3 


[Text] Within the Greek Covernment's crusade and the pan-national effort to condemn 
Denktas’ pseudo-state and achieve the nonrecognition revoking cf the illegal decision, 
Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou has invited the following to come to Athens on “Monday, 
28 November: lakovos, Archbishop of North and South America; Loumis, chairman of the 
Creek-American Institute; Peter Kardhikis, the supreme chairman of the Creek-American 
Educational and Progressive Association; Yeoryios Livanos, chairman of the Hellenic 
League: Nikos Athens, chairman of the United Hellenis League; Philip Khristofer, chair- 
man of the Cypriot Federation in the United States; and Andonios Manatos, the ccordina- 
tor of the Creek-American Organizations. The Creek-American representatives will attend 
a meeting in which views will be exchanged for the promotion of this national issue in 
the United States. 


PAPANDREOU CHAIRS HIGH-LEVEL MEETING ON CYPRUS 





NC221124 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1100 CMT 22 Nov 83 


[Text] Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou this morning presided over a session of the 
Government Council on Foreign Policy and National Defense. A review was made of the 
repercussions that might result from the declaration of Denktas’ pseudo-state. The 
session then reviewed Creece's diplomatic struggle so far. The new initiatives and 
measures that our country intends to adopt were then discussed and decided upon. 


ATHENS SETS PROVISO FOR LONDON MEETING ON CYPRUS 





NC220808 Nicosia I SIMERINI in Greek 22 Nov 83 p 1 


[Text] According to reliable information from diplomatic sources, the Creek Govern- 
ment has agreed to participate in the tripartite meeting of the guarantor powers in 
London for consultations on the developments in Cyprus, under the condition that Creece 
will not speak directly with Turkey. This formula was derived from the current backstage 
discussion on the Cyprus issue at the Security Council, according to which Britain and 
Turkey will hold talks at the same table, while the Greek representative -- who will be 
in another room -- will listen to the talks and «ill convey his views through a British 
representative. 


It is expected that the preparation for the tripartite meeting will be finalized in the 
next few days. As is known, Britain had called on thethree guarantor powers for consul- 
tations after the declars:ion of the “state.” However, the Creek Covernment rejected 
them, stating that it wax ‘impossible for “reece to sit at the same negotiating table 
with Turkey. Turkey accepted the tiipartice meeting after the joint British-Creek- 
Cypriot recourse to the Security Council. 


DEPUTY FOREIGN MINISTER VISITS KUWAIT, MOROCCO 





Kuwait Supports Cyprus 
NC201723 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1600 GMT 20 Nov 83 


[Text] Kuwait supports the unity of the Republic of Cyprus. Kuwaiti Government 
sources made this statement on the occasion of the visit by Karolos Papoulias, Creek 
deputy foreign minister. During his talks with Rashid ‘Abd al-Aziz ar-Rashid, “uvatti 
Foreign Ministry under secretary, Papoulias handed him the Creek Government's message on 
the latest developments in the Cyprus issue. 
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Moroccan Officials Back Cyprus 
NC212049 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1900 CMT 21 Nov 83 


[Excerpt] Deputy Foreign Minister Karolos Papoulias has paid an official visit to 
Morocco, where he met with the prime miniter, Minister of State for Foreign Affairs 
Boucetta,and Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs Tazi. Regarding the recent Cyprus 
developments, the Moroccan officials expressed their opposition to the faits accomplis 
and their support for the legitimate Government of the Republic of Cyprus. 


Papoulias also met with Arab League Secretary General Klibi, who assured him that a 


mediation effort is underway by all Arab leaders to condemn the illegal and arbitrary 
action by the Turkish Cypriots and to support the Republic of Cyprus. 


ATHENS NEWSPAPERS COVER CYPRUS DEVELOPMENTS 





NC191515 [Editorial Report] Athens’ Greek-language dailies of 16 through 18 November 
1983 gave wide coverage to recent developments following the 15 November declaration of 
the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus [TRNC]. Although most of the coverage consisted 
of extensive factual reportage, the trend followed by the commentaries is almost unan- 
imous -- with the exception of KKE organ RIZOSPASTIS, which throws barbs against 
imperialist encouragement forthe Turkish action -- in strongly condemning the TRNC 
declaration and demanding worldwide action to remedy the situation. 


The Athens newspapers of 16 November covered theCyprus developments as follows: 


The progovernment newspaper ELEVTHEROTIPIA carried an article on its front-page under 
the banner headline "Greece's Counterattack -- All Governments Against Turkey” that 
encompassed the initial news reports of about 3,000-words of the TRNC declaration and 
that quoted Greek President Karamanlis’ and Prime Minister Papandreou's statements 
condemning the “Turkish arbitrariness." Under another front-page headline “America 
Also Condemns ‘Denktas State,'"the paper quoted an ATHENS NEWS ACENCY dispatch from 
Washington citing a State Department statement that “the Turkish Cypriots must cancel 
their actions.” This article also included the British Government's condemnation, 4s 
well as initial reaction in Cyprus. In its "Views" column on page 4 ELEVTHEROTIPIA 
also carried a 500-word commentary entitled "Facing ‘Attila’” that strongly castigated 
turkey for its cynical and predatory behavior. It emphasized that "all those who 
encouraged the first and second ‘Attila’ [stages of Turkish invasion] and all those 
who remained indifferent to the Cypriot drama, now can prove whether they support 
violence, arbitrariness, and law of the jungle or whether they are on the side of 
legality.” 


1 KATHIMERINI, an independent right-wing daily, devoted most of its front page to 
factual reports on developments. Its lead story, 3,500 words long, was published 
under the headline "Worldwide Condemnation -- Greece, Strengthened by the West, Will 
Foil Partition.” The paper's 2,500-word editorial on page 5 entitled “Courage, Unity, 
and Wisdom" reviewed Cypriot developments before the declaration cf TRNC, strongly 
criticized Ankara's cunningness, and noted that "we appreciate yesterday's statement 
by the U.S. State Department which disapproved of the illegal action. This statement, 
however, should be pur into action. The U.S. Government cannot ignore that any attempt 
to impose a ‘diktat,’ which is unacceptable to the Cypriot people, would have explosive 
consequences mainly for the wider interests of this transatlantic superpower.” The 
editorial further urged unity within the nation and wisdom in the responsible handling 
of the situation. 
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The extreme right-wing paper MESIMVRINI also devoted most of its front-page columns tc 
factual reportage on events and published its 600-word lead story under the headline 
“The West Condemns Denktas’ Pseudostate, Moscow Keeps Silent.” On its front page, the 
paper also carried a S00-word report on Papandreou’s 15 November reception for the 
members of the opposition against the 1967-74 junta, which was attended by various 
political figures and foreign envoys, and cited Soviet Ambassador Kaboshkin as “having 
admitted that his government had not yet reactec to the issue. When asked what could be 
the reason for this delay, Kaboshkin said that his government probably had not had 

the time to deal with the matter. On its back page the paper carried a Washington 
correspondent’s 300-word dispatch entitled "Greek Americans Have Been Aroused by Denktas’ 
Provocation,” on the initial reaction against the TRNC declaration by the Creek commu- 
nity in the United States. 


RIZOSPASTIS, the KKE mouthpiece, published its front-page lead story under the headline 
"USA-NATO Guilty for Ankara‘’s Coup d’Etat in Cyprus Yesterday -- Their Goals Are 
Division of the Island, Threat Against Peace, and Blackmailing of Democratic Forces.” 
The 2,000-word lead story, continued on page 11, reviewed developments in the wake of 
the TRNC declaration. The editorial opening of the story, among other things, said 
“division of Cyprus -- open and direct threat against peace in the region -- blackrail- 
ing of Greece's democratic and peaceloving forces. This is the triple meaning of vester- 
day's declaration of the ‘Turkish Cypriot state’ and its immediate recognition by Ankara. 
These are actions betraying U.S. involvement, encouragement, and support. The coup d’ 
etat by Denktas’ regime -- which was known to Washington 48 hours ahead of time -- ains 
at ‘legalizing’ and consolidating the Turkish invasion and occupation of Cyprus.” 


The KKE-interior daily I AVYI aligned itself with the other papers in giving front-page 
coverage of events and other activities relating to the TRNC declaration and carried its 
2,000-word lead story under the headline “The Partition Attempt Is Condemned -- the (N 
Security Council Convenes Today.” The paper also carried a 400-word statement on page | 
by the KKE-Interior Central Committee Executive Bureau stressing the crucial situation 
for Cyprus following the TRNC declaration and noting that “Denitas’ actions aims at 
leading us forcibly to the partition of Cyprus, a fact that has always been the firm 
goal of Turkish policy with the tolerance and support of the United States and NATO.” 
However, the paper did not comment on this issue. 


The independent daily AKROPOLIS also joined the strong condemnation of TRNC declaration, 
without editor{al comment, by devoting its front-page, 3,500-word lead story, entitled 
“Dangerous Tension After the Coup -- Dramatic Developments After the New Turkish Provoca- 
tion,” for factual reportage of events. 


On the 17th Athens newspapers continued to focus on the TRNC declaration and develop- 
ments: 


ELEVTHEROTIPIA continued to devote considerable space to covering the progress of deve!l- 
opments by front-paging latest news in a 2,000-word report entitled “What Stearns 

Told Andreas,” citing the U.S. ambassador's 16 November meeting with Prime Minister 
Papandreowu at which Mr Stearns conveyed “Washington's promise that it will do whatever 
{t can to prevent the recognition of the Turkish coup, in other words, that there will 
be a reversal by Ankara.” Although there were no editorials on the issue, the paper 
gave wide coverage to the Greek Government's diplomatic campaign launched through the 
dispatch of cabinet ministers to various foreign capitals to further enlighten other 
governments and solicit support for the drive toward reversal of the TRNC declaratica. 
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The paper’s back page was primarly devoted to covering foreign condemnation of the 
Turkish action, citing European dispatches of about WO-words on £FC, NATO, other 
regional reaction. Included among these dispathes was a TASS statement “appealing for 
the convocation of an international conference on Cyprus,” but on which the paper 
pointed out that the TASS statement “avoided any direct condemnation of vesterday'’s 
deciaration of the independent state.” 


I KATHIMERINI gave overall press coverage to the latest developments, but also made some 
indirect hints at the government's foreign policy as portrayed by its 2,000-cord, front- 
page story entitled “The PASOK Covernment “ow Appealsto tee West.” The paper further 
reviewed the progress of the Greek Covernment's diplomatic campaign abroad and the 
summoning of Soviet and other Eastern bloc envoys to the Foreign Ministry requesting the 
clear position of their respective governments on the TRNC declaration. A 1500-word 
editorial on page 5, entitled “Ten Years Later..", criticizes the government's foreign 
policy as having deprived the country of Western support and compares favorable Vestern 
reaction to the “most mild way in which the ‘great socialist fatherland,’ defender of 
morals and justice, lofty protector of the ‘nonaligned’ has reacted to the Turkish 
provocation. Moscow has not said a word about the declaration of the Turkish Cypriot 
state, it has not condemned it openly and unequivocally.” 





MESIMVRINI also continued to report the latest developments in the TRC lesue and gave 
greater coverage to the unclear Soviet stance on the issue, publishing its front-page, 
900-word lead story under the headline “Moscow's Evasion Infuriates Athens.” In another 
1200-word review of events on page 3, the paper wrapped up foreign condemnation of the 
TRNC declaration, including an undated TASS commentary, comments by U.S. Senator Edward 
Yorredy. and a statement by the Orthodox Archbishopric of North and South America. The 
17 November issue of MESIMVRINI did not publish any editorizis on the Cyprus Issue. 


The KKE’s RIZOSPASTIS devoted about 50 percent of both its front and back pages to a 
review of the latest developments, including preparations for the UN Security Council 
debate, but with the underlying point that Turkish actions were not completely unaccept- 
able to Western imperialism. The paper's 800-word, front-page story was entitled “A 
Broader Plan Against Cyprus and Greece,” noting that Denktas’ step is not an isolated 
one, but part of a U.S.-inepired plan aimed at “enmeshing the Cyprus issue within the 
NATO mechanism and at pronoting a desirable Western ‘solution’ toward strengthening the 
U.S. positions in the area in view of their escalated adventurous plans in the Viddle 
East.” Under its “Radical” column on page 2, the paper published a 300-word article en- 
titled “The Time Has Already Come,” criticizing the rightist Creek press for having 

a field day in welcoming and extolling .S. reaction to the TPNC declaration and 
stressing that this section of the press “is not only trying to acquit the culprit but 
also urging the government to apply to the culprit and entrust to its good offices the 
Cytrus solution, a culprit who has never cast a vote in favor of Cyprus.” 


I AVYI, the organ of the KKE-Interior, did not comment on the Turkish action or other 
pertinent developments, confining itself to factual reports onthe latest activities in 
the international, diplomatic, and political arenas. 


AKROPOLIS devoted both ite front and back pages almost entirely to the latest develop- 
ments, highlighting unconfirmed reports on the military mobilization of both Greece 
and Turkey and the feverish climate prevailing in light of the UN Security Council 
dehate. 











CC 


VII. 22 Nov 83 s 5 CREEC! 


In its “Opinion” comment column on page 2, the paper carried a Wh-word article enti- 
tled “The West Is the Only Support.” reviewing foreign reaction to the Turkish action 
and noting that only the Western world has come forward to condemn the illegal and 
arbitrary declaration of the TRMC. The article also pointed our that “Hellenist cannot 
“ut express its satisfaction for the support of the Western countries which really hear- 
ten and invigorate the feeling that we are not alone in the struggle against the Turkist 
usurper.” 


The 18 November Athens press treated the latest Cyprus developments as follows: 


ELEVIHEPUIIPIA highlighted the latest activities following the TRNC proclamation and 
devoted prominent healdines to the new Soviet stance: on the front-page, “Moscow Has 
Taken a Position”; and on the back-page, “Moscow: Denktas Must Revoke His Decision.” 
Considerable space, about 4,000-words on pages 1 and 15, was also devoted to covering 
deliberations at the 17 November UN Security Council debate. Emphasis was giver to ex- 
tensive summaries of speeches by Creek Foreign Minister Kharalambopoulos and Cypriot 
Foreign Minister lakovou. The paper also reported official opposition leader Averof's 
200-word statement on page 1 made after his return from a U.S. visit, in which he 
strongly condemned Turkish arbitrariness and commended on the anticipated political 
support from the West. Other topics covered included favorable results from the govern- 
mnt’s tiplomatic campaign in foreign countries and the increasing number of governments 
and orgnaiztions joining the list of those who have condemned the Turkish action. The 
paper did not publish any editorial comment on the Cyprus issue. 


I KATHIMERINI carried an extensive 4,000-word report on pages 1 and 8 entitled “Creece 
Raises Three Demands at the World Community -- Condemnation, Nonrecognition, and 
Reversal of the Arbitrary Seli-Declaration.” The report covered the (N Security Council 
debate, the Kiprianou-Thatcher talks in London, the U.S. House of Representatives reso- 
lution, and foreign condemnation of the TRNC declaration. Other pertinent topics 
included a 2,000-word report on pages 1 and 3 on statements by opposition leader Averof 
and other Athens political personalities, as well as a 1,000-word report on rages 1 and 
3 on the European Parliament's deliberations condemning the Denktas state. The paper's 
1, 200-word editorial on page 5, entitled “Pacing History,” reviewed various phases of 
the Cyprus problem in conjunction with Athens’ foreign policy, and urged unity and 
concord among the various political forces in a joint drive to defend and safeguard 
national interests and survival. 


“ESIMVRINI followed other Athens papers in reporting the latest development in the 
Cyprus issue, but without any editorial comment. Factual reporting on activities in the 
diplomatic and political flelde appeared on the front page in a 600-word story with the 
prominent headline “The (nited States Threatens Turkey with a New Embargo,” citing 

U.S. congressional resolutions and other activities from Creek-American Quarters. A 
300-word dispatch on page 2 on the United Nations dealt with the 17 November Security 
Council debate, while a 1,000-word report on page 6 covered the Creek Chamber of Depu- 
ties deliberations and resolution condemning the Turkish action. 





RIZOSPASTIS refrained from any editorial comment on the subject, with the bulk of ite 
treatment portraying the latest developments in reports totaling 4,999 words on pages 
1,3}, and 12. This reportage included a dispatch by its Moscow correspondent which 
cited a TASS statement expressing grave concern over the latest developments in Cyprus 
and that In the interest of peace it is necessary for the Turkish Cypriot leadership 
to revoke its decision. 














i AVYI aleo offered no editorial treatment on the Turtish action, confining it« cover- 
age to reports decling with the latest activities. The front sare carried « S00-word 
story on the \S Security Council] debate, while the matority of the news wos contained in 
a 3,0%-word report on the back page. It covered the Papandreou-Kiprianoy talks, state- 
ments by Athens officials, progress of the povernment campaign to inforr foreign 
countries, European Parliament deliberations condeming the Turtich action, and « Nicosia 
correspondent ’s dispatch on activities in Cyprus. 


AKPOPOLIS published a SQ@0-word, front-page story entitled “Congress Stands “p Against 
Turkey and Demands the Blocking of the One Billion Aid” reviewing congressional debates 
and resolutions slong with Greek-American community activities. A 1,2%-word story on 
page 3} was devoted to the condemmation by the Creek Chamber of Deputies and other 

local Greek activities. The paper’s back page carried a report totalling 3,0 words 
on world condemmation of the Turkish action, noting the silent Soviet attitude, and 
citing opposition leader Averof’s statement after his return from the United States. 
The paper’s “Opinion” columm, published on page 2. carried a 1,40 word article entitled 
“Hindsight...” dealing with the variows aspects of Papantirrou’s fcreign policy and 
citing the present reaction of the West to Cyprus developments, ae compared to the in- 
difference of the Eastern bloc. This was cited as an example for Papandreow to learn 4 
lesson and realize the fruitless results of his flirting with the East. 





COMMUNICATIONS MINISTER HOLDS TALES I% CatRo 





“L210656 Athens Somestic Service in Creek 1999 GT 20 Nov 83 


[Text| Greek Communications “inister Nitolacs Axritidhis who is visiting Cairo has 
conveyed an oral sessage from Prime “iniater Papandreow to Lgyptian Prime “inister 
Pu'ad “ubyi ad-Din. Akritidhis was received this sorning by the Egyptian prine 
sinister, and in the talks that followed bilateral relations were examined while the 
Cyprus teeuwe and its latest developments were aleo discussed. 


The Eevetian orime sinister stressed that his country’s position on the Crorus iesue 
is based on respect of the UN resolutions and the Nonaligned “ovement’s principles for 
Cyprus’ independence, territorial integrity, and sonalignment. 


Communications “inieter Akritidhis and Deputy Communications “Iinister losif Valirakis 
then met with Sulayman, Egyptian transport and communications sinister. Cooperation 
in the transport and communications fleld« was examined and a mutual desire to promote 
bilateral cooperation in these flelds was expressed. The tgvetian sinister accepted 
Meritidhis’ invitation to visit Greece. 


Athens-Cairo Telephone Link 


192243 Athens Domestic Service in Cree*t 2200 OTT 19 Nov 83 


(Text! The Alexandros telephone cable, 4 joint Creek-Egyptian venture, was inaugurated 
in Cairo today. In inaugurating the telephone link, Egyptian Prime “inister [.-‘ad 
“ubvi ad-Din called Prime “inister Andreas Papandreou. in their conversation the two 
prime ministers expressed their desire for closer cooperation. Communications 

“iniseter Nitolaoce Akritidhis and Deputy Communications “inister Iosif Valirakis were 
present a. he inauguration ceremony. 
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TA220517 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 0430 OYT 22 Now 83 


[Text) Foreign “inieter Ilter Turkeen has met with ".5. Secretary of State “eorze 
Shultz in #ashington. According to 4 report by Turkish Padio and Television correspon- 
dent in Washington, Yeoer Ariogle, the situation following the declaration of the 
Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus and the resumption of the intercompuns!] talks were 
discussed at the meeting. 


In 4 statement on the meeting, Turkmen said that he had exchanged views with Shultz on 
the recent developments in Cyprus, and had explained the Turkish Government's views on 
the issue. Noting that his meeting with Shultz had been very beneficial, Turkmen said 
that the Turkish Government is ready te encourage and support all diplomatic initia- 
tives aimed at resuming the peace process in Cyprus. Turkmen noted that the decision 
made by the Turkish Cypriots was not final, that it was put forward as an interim step, 
and that it aimed at securing the resumption of the intercommunal talke for a final 
peace and lasting solution on the island. Noting that Turkey recognized the newly 
established state based on these conditions, Turkmen stressed that the decision to 
recognize the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus will not be retracted in accordance 
with the demands of the United States and other countries. We added that it is ir- 
possible to rescind the decision on the declaration as demanded by the t™ Security 
Council resolution. 


DEFENSE MINISTER MEETS SAUDI KING IN JIRDA 
TA211539 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1510 GMT 21 Now 93 


[Text] Jidda, 21 Now (AA) <-- Turkish Defence Minister Haluk Bayulken today delivered 4 
message to King Fahd from President Kenan Evren, Saudi officials said. 


The contents of the message were not disclosed but the officials said earlier that 
Beyulken, who arrived yesterday, was expected to brief Saudi leaders on the situation 
in Cyprus following last week's unilateral declaration of independence by Turkish 
Cypriots in the north of the Island. 


Creek foreign Minietry Under Secretary Papoulias visited the Kingdom last Saturday on a 
similar mission to give the Creek view on the crisis. 


IRANIAN PETROLELM MENISTER ARRIVES IN ANKARA 
TA181190 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 18 Now 83 


{Text} Iranian Petrolew: Minister Mohammad Gharazi arrived last night on an official 
visit in Ankara. Charazi visited Minister of Energy and Natural Resources Fahir likel 
this morning. In «4 statement vefore the meeting, Ilkel said that Turkey imports a 
significant amount of of] from Iran and that most of ite exports are directed to Iran. 
He added that bilateral relations will be diccussed at the meeting. 


Charazi sald that trade between the two countries is close to $2 billion annually. 
Noting that they want to wee more Turkish products in Iran, Charazi expressed the wish 
that quality be increased. Charazi said: Wo believe that Turkey, whose nation, govern- 
ment, and produce are of a high quality, will soon reach its economic goals. Charazi 
will leave Turkey this afternoon. 
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IRAQI INDUSTRY MINISTRY DELEGATION IN IZMIP 
TAZ11913 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 19909 CMT 71 Sov 43 


[Text] The Iraqi Industry and Minerals Ministry delegation which is in Turkey today 
visited the Aegean Chamber of Industry in Izmir. They first visited the Vermanent 
Industrial Products Fair and then held talks with businesemen and industriali«ts. 


The head of the delegation, Ministry Firet Under Secretary and Acting Minister (‘Abd 
al-Savab al-Tuvaish) said that relations between Turkey and Iraq could develop quickly 
in industry as well. He said that they had decided to send technical teams to Turkey 
to enable long-term industrial and technological investmerts between the two countries. 


The chatresa of the Aegean Chamber of Industry, Ersin Faralyali, said that che visiting 
delegation is especially interested in the fields of iron and steel, electronics, 
electricity, chemicals, petrochemistry, rubber, and automobile side industry. 


The Iraqi delegation then toured the iron and steel, electronic, and petrochemical 
industrial installations in the Aegean region. 


MILLIYET CRITICIZES TURKMEN'S CYPRUS POLICY 





NC220816 Istanbul MILLIVET in Turkish 18 Nov 43 p ! 
[Editorial by Mehmet Barlas: “The National Cause and Diplomacy” |} 


[Excerpt] Protecting and assuring tne rights of the Turkish Cypriots has become a 
national cause for Turkey. But the official policy of Turkey is a bicommunal, indepen- 
dent Cyprus Republic. Therefore, even though we enthusiastically welcome the declara- 
tion of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus, and even though we recognize and sup- 
port it in a natural way, the newly evolved situation has not been created by Turkey's 
decision. It is one thing to identify oneself with a national cause, and yet another to 
criticize the policies impiemented toward the realization of it. 





Turkey can provide greater support to the Turvish Cypriots to the extent that it I« 
strong itself. Decisions regarding the Ataturkist Turkish foreign policies and the 
principles of the national pact are made in Ankara.... 


At a time when there are a host of problems crying to be resolved by Turkish diplomacy, 
and at a time when Turkey is in the process of returning to civilian democracy, it is 
not beneficial for our country to embark on a new foreign policy crisis. 


At least from now on, Turkish diplomats must try to establish a traditional line of 
decision and implementation. Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen, who has been pursuing a 
successful diplomacy for the past 3 years, solving the Issues that have come his way, 
has failed to watch recent developments in Cyprus with which we are so intimately con- 
nected. Turkey is now trying to resolve problems which have taken It by surprive. 


FIVE COMMUNISTS CAPTURED IN BALIKESIR 





TAI182102 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 OMT 14% Nov 43 


[Summary] As a result of a series of operations conducted on 20 October, security 
forces in Balikesir captured five members of the illegal Turkish Communist Party [TCP] 
and Communist Unity Organization [Yomunist Birligi Orgutu]. Sore of the suspects 

are members of the TCP Provincial Committee. Five pistols and magazines and 473 rounds 
of ammunition as well as illegal publications and documents were seized in searches con- 


ducted by the security forces. 
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